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INTERVENTION AGAINST MANCHURIA AND 
PREPARATIONS FOR THE GREAT 
ANTI-SOVIET WAR 


"THE XI. E.C.C.I. Plenum established the fact 

that the danger of military intervention against 
the Soviet Union as a result of the victorious building 
up of Socialism in the U.S.S.R. and in connection 
with the deepening of the economic crisis in capitalist 
countries has become a direct menace to the entire 
world proletariat. 


Many sections of the Communist International 
under-estimated the reality of this danger. Even 
when Japanese guns were roaring in the direct 
neighbourhood of the Soviet Union, many comrades 
failed to understand the close connection between the 
Japanese invasion upon Manchuria and preparation 
for the great anti-Soviet war. This makes it once 
more incumbent upon. us to fix the attention of all 
Communist Parties and the whole world proletariat 
on this burning question. 


After the civil war in the U.S.S.R. and the intro- 
duction of the New Economic Policy, the international 
bourgeoisie did not drop the idea of intervention but, 
on the other hand, made no haste to hurry on the 
event, but reckoned upon the peaceful transition of 
the Soviet Government to capitalism. When their 
hopes were shattered the imperialist Powers steered 
towards intervention, counting upon the consequent 
activisation of counter-revolutionary elements inside 
the Soviet Union. The Industrial Party trial, the 
Kondratiev kulak group, the Union Menshevik 
Bureau and various other facts were proof of the 
efforts being made by the imperialist Powers, 

rimarily France, to smash Socialist construction 
rom within, to organise wrecking of industry and 
uprisings in the Soviet Union and to bring about 
intervention with the help of the comparatively small 
forces of neighbouring countries, financed, equipped 
and led by the great imperialist Powers, primarily by 
France. 

A little war in the form of intervention on the part 
of the Western Border States would have been 
cheaper, less risky and fraught with far fewer 
difficulties for the imperialist Powers, than inter- 
vention on a broad scale which would require the 
creation of a broad anti-Soviet coalition of imperialist 
Powers. However, the successes which attended the 
work of economic construction and which, as regards 
the relation of forces inside the country, decided once 
and for all the question of ‘‘who-whom,” the 
victory of Socialism, the complete routing of the 
wrecking organisations, the increased revolutionary 
activity among the masses in capitalist countries and 


the colonies, made the achievement of this plan 
absolutely impossible. The imperialists were com- 
pelled to admit that there was no possibility of 
restoring capitalism in the U.S.S.R. with the help of 
internal counter-revolutionary forces and_ inter- 
vention on the old scale. They were forced to 
postpone intervention, which they had fixed for 
1930-1931, and to begin universal preparations for 
intervention on a more extensive front. 

There were many who under-estimated this fact. 
Many failed to understand that the deepening of the 
world economic crisis and the danger of financial 
bankruptcy in several countries in spite of the 
sharpening of imperialist contradictions called forth 
by it, does not hold back the process of preparing for 
a great anti-Soviet war and the coalition of imperialist 
Powers. ‘The capitalist States endeavoured to bring 
about the transition from the old interventionist 
plans to preparations for the world imperialist war 
against the countries building up Socialism, behind 
the smoke-screen of pacifism. France, while pre- 
paring for war on the one hand, entered into negotia- 
tions with the Soviet Union, on the question of a ° 
non-aggression pact and the renewal of trade 
negotiations on the other. French imperialism 
had to do this in order to hide from the broad masses 
the fact that she was organising the anti-Soviet war 
on a broader basis. It was impossible for France to 
make preparations for intervention alone, or for her 
to lead this extensive anti-Soviet front, as she had led 
the activities of the border States in the fight against 
the U.S.S.R. It had been a comparatively easy task 
for France to create a hostile ring around the Soviet 
Union from among her vassal States, Poland, 
Rumaniaandsoon. These countries, at the dictation 
of France, have entered into a military alliance. With 
the help of loans from France, they have been able to 
arm themselves at an enormous rate and to build 
strategical railways and military ports on the Soviet 
frontier. These States quite openly admitted the 
anti-Soviet aim of their military activities; they 
frankly confessed that not only can they not fail to 
arm themselves, but they consider their military 
forces insufficient, since the Soviet Union is their 
neighbour (Rumanian memorandum to the League of 
Nations). At the dictation of France, the Polish and 
Rumanian armies were recently placed under the 
common leadership of Pilsudski, and a council called 
of all the general headquarter staffs of the armies of 
those lands bordering upon the U.S.S.R. France 


has built a military arsenal for the coming anti-Soviet 
war in Czecho-Slovakia, 
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It had been a comparatively simple task for France 
to prepare these lands for intervention, in view of the 
fact that they are closely connected with France 
through the predatory Versailles system. The task, 
however, of extending the anti-Soviet front has 
confronted France with the more difficult problem of 
bringing into her imperialist grouping all the 
} vanquished European States ; and France wished to 
| achieve this end, at the same time maintaining to the 
full the advantages of the. Versailles Robber Peace, 
and the Saint-Germaine and Trianon Peace Treaties. 
In order to bring the vanquished countries into the 
anti-Soviet imperialist grouping, French imperialism 
works systematically, using to the full the difficult 
economic and financial position of Germany, 
Austria and Hungary. Lavalle and Briand were very 
skilful in using the financial difficulties of these 
countries. In reply to the attempts to create an 
Austro-German tariffs alliance, France brought 
about the bankruptcy of the Vienna bank ‘“‘Kredit- 
anstalt,’’ which controls 80 per cent. of Austrian 
industry, and compelled Austria to give up the 
alliance with Germany. In order to bring Germany 
into subjection, French imperialism made use of the 
' obligations of the latter regarding reparations 
payments, and her need for foreign loans. France 
knows full well that Germany cannot pay reparations 
to the extent fixed by the Young Plan, and that 
Germany can obtain a loan under present conditions 
of the money market only from Paris. 

France used this state of affairs to the utmost. 
She is now demanding the complete economic and 
political subjection of Germany, control over her 
heavy industries and primarily her war industries. 
French finance capital with the help of her financial 
might is now achieving everything that she was 
unable to obtain by the occupation of the Ruhr. By 
this means the leading financial circles in France wish 
to create the possibility of bringing Germany into the 
anti-Soviet bloc ; and France’s agreement to extend 
a loan to Germany upon condition that the latter 
cease crediting Soviet imports is proof enough of 
France’s methods. Certain circles are even prepared 
for a rapprochement with the Hitler clique in order to 
hasten the process of bringing Germany into the 
interventionist bloc, and the Hitler clique, on their 
part, are ready to sell the last remains of national 
independence, for which they had demagogically 
promised to fight, in order to hasten on the fascisation 
of Germany. 

French imperialism is also working in Eastern 
Europe to extend her influence by the organisation of 
close collaboration between the vanquished Danube 
provinces and the sub-vassal lands of the Little 
Entente. But in her attempt to create a united 
anti-Soviet bloc in Europe under her own leadership, 
France cannot give up the Versailles system, which is 
the basis of her might and power. This circum~- 
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stance, although it helps France to win new positions, 
nevertheless at the same time complicates matters in 
the achievement of her aim, in the establishment of 
absolute French hegemony in Europe. 

The complications brought about in Europe by the 
Versailles Peace are used by Italian and American 
imperialism in the struggle against the absolute 
hegemony of France in Europe. Since the spring of 
this year Italy has occupied a defensive position in 
regard to French imperialism. She has lost a 
considerable amount of influence in Hungary, and 
France has strengthened her position in Vienna at 
Italy’s expense. Italy now fears that the institution 
of strong connections between Paris and Berlin will 
drive her into, complete isolation. If French 
imperialism is able to obtain strong positions in 
Germany, then Italy will also be forced to seek the 
assistance of the Paris rulers. This would mean 
nothing short of the loss of Tunis, an end to the Asia 
Minor demands and influence in the Balkans, i.e., 
Italy would lose her position as one of the Great 
Powers. Italy therefore is doing everything in its 
power to prevent France from obtaining the leader- 
ship in European affairs; consequently, since 
England’s position has become unstable, Italy is 
looking towards America, whose interests on essential 
questions differ from those of France. This was 
evident during the discussion of the Hoover Plan and 
the meeting between Lavalle and Hoover in Washing- 
ton. No agreement was arrived at on the most 
important questions of international politics: the 
questions of the Versailles Peace, the Trianon Treaty 
and Disarmament. Amertica, although taking no 
steps against the Versailles system, since France is 
her best ally ir the preparation of war against the 
U.S.S.R., is nevertheless trying to strengthen her 
influence in the vanquished countries, which is 
possible only by weakening France’s position. Very 
serious disagreements were manifested in Washington 
around the question of reparations and inter-allied 
debts. These contradictions are becoming more 
developed as a result of the efforts made by France to 
establish control over German industry, in which 
America has invested very large capital. 

The contradictions between the imperialist Powers 
have become even more acute as a result of the 
establishment of protective tariffs in England, which 
has made difficulties in connection with the exports of 
several countries. The introduction of protective 
tariffs has already brought about an increase in 
customs tariffs in several European States and to 
restricted imports and a more acute struggle for 
selling markets 

But the sharpening of these contradictions has in 
no way mitigated the furious campaign of the 
imperialist robbers against the U.S.S.R. The 
capitalist countries are seeking a way out of the crisis 
at the expense of the Soviet Union. After France, 
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America is the most active participator in the 
preparations for the great war against the Soviet 
Union, in the work of extending the anti-Soviet 
front. The United States have also recognised the 
fact that the victory of the Five-Year Plan, the 
consolidation of the fighting capacity of the U.S.S.R. 
the mighty upsurge of the revolutionary movement 
in capitalist and colonial lands, have raised the 
question of intervention in a new light. This has 
meant more acute hostility on the part of the United 
States towards the Soviet Urion, which clearly 
expressed itself in the organisation of the Fish 
Commission, which was the origin of the struggle 
against ‘Soviet dumping”’ so-called. The deepening 
of the crisis in capitalist countries, the victorious 
building up of Socialism in the Soviet Union, 
compels the imperialist Powers, in spite of their acute 
contradictions, to do their utmost to muster all the 
old forces against the land which is building up the 
new world. Besides the activisation of America in 
this respect, the anti-Soviet activities of the League of 
Nations are proof positive of this. The hostile 
attitude of the League of Nations towards the 
U.S.S.R. was clearly shown in the work of the 
economic commissions, where the acute disagreement 
between the representatives of the imperialist 
Powers was entirely forgotten when there was any 
question of adopting decisions directed against the 
interests of the Soviet Union. The League of 
Nations plays no small part in preparing for blockades 
both economic and in connection with credits, in 
drawing up measures against Soviet export, in 
camouflaging the organisation of an extensive anti- 
Soviet front among the capitalist countries. From 
the moment when Japan began military intervention 
against Manchuria, these preparations for the great 
war against the Soviet Union took on a new, more 
acute form. 
* * * 

Even when the imperialists were preparing for a 
“little war’ against the Soviet Union on its western 
frontier, they were trying at the same time to send out 
a feeler from the East and estimate the defensive 
power of the U.S.S.R.. The occupation of the 
Chinese-Eastern Railway in 1929 by Chinese generals 
was carried out by order of the imperialists who were 
counting upon this provocation to draw the Soviet 
Union into war. This attempt broke down owing to 
the fact that the Red Army aimed a crushing blow at 
the invaders and because the Soviet Government, 
pursuing its firm, consistent policy of peace, imme- 
diately withdrew its troops after the blow had been 
delivered, demanded no compensation for the 
rapacious attack on the Chinese-Eastern Railway, but 
limited itself to restoring the equal rights treaties 
which had been previously concluded with China. 

Intervention from the East was thus checked by the 
Soviet Government just as, a year later, intervention 
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was kept at bay in the West. But the question of 
intervention from the East, of launching a great war 
against the Soviet Union from the East, has again 
been raised sharply by the imperialists in a new form, 
owing to the fact that the Five-Year Plan is approach- 
ing its complete accomplishment in the U.S.S.R. and 
to the fact that the Chinese revolution has gained 
considerable victories. For the third time the 
Chinese Red Army has victoriously repulsed the 
advance of Chang Kai-shi, despite the universal 
support given to the latter by the imperialists ; the 
Soviets in Southern China are strengthening and 
extending their territory; and the Kuomintang 
generals have discovered their feebleness in the face 
of the growing Chinese revolution. All this has 
clearly proved to the imperialists that the Kuomintang 
counter-revolution can no longer serve as a useful 
barrier between the U.S.S.R. and Soviet China, and 
that in order to throw up a barrier of this kind—the 
more so for the purpose of a direct advance against 
the U.S.S.R. and the Chinese Soviets—it is essential 
that Chinese territory bordering upon the U.S.S.R. 
should no longer remain under the government of 
feeble Chinese vassals of imperialism, but that it 
should be occupied by the imperialists themselves, 
armed to the teeth, and that this should be done as 
quickly as possible. 

This was the situation, side by side with the. 
intensification of the World Economic Crisis, which 
impelled Japan to proceed to the realisation of its 
long-cherished hopes of imperialist expansion to take 
the field in the réle of the leader in the great war 
against the U.S.S.R. now in preparation. Precisely 
because of these circumstances, she undertook, in 
agreement with other Great Powers, the commence- 
ment of her advance against Manchuria with the 
object of securing control of the Chinese-Eastern 
Railway: in one form or another, and the creation in 
the Far East of a territorial war base against the 
U.S.S.R., and the annexation thereafter of the 
Mongolian People’s Republics connected with the 
Soviet Union, to drive a wedge between the U.S.S.R. 
and Soviet China, with the objective of intervention 
against the U.S.S.R., and the partitioning of China. 

Of course, Japan, in invading Manchuria, is not 
only acting as the plenipotentiary of French, British 
and American imperialism; not only is she the 
leader of the preparations for war against the U.S.S.R. 
and the Chinese Soviets. Japan, above all, is working 
out her own imperialist purpose which owing to 
existing relations is in hostile conflict with the 
interests of the other imperialist plunderers. This 
can already be seen from the fact that Japanese troops 
are also penetrating deep into the south of China, 
into Inner China, they are moving towards Dsin- 
dschou, and the mountainous pass Schanghaihuang, 
towards Tien-tsin and Peiping, thus penetrating the 
spheres of influence of both England and the United 
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States. Japanese imperialism has allowed itself to 
interpret the mandate given it so broadly, in the hope 
that the deep economic crisis in England and the 
United States, and internal difficulties connected 
with it, will force the latter countries to overlook the 
fact that she has overstepped her powers. But here 
Japanese imperialism is making a mistake ; and in 
any case there is no doubt about one thing : that the 
occupation of Manchuria, preparations for the 
seizure of the Chinese-Eastern Railway and the 
creating of a strong anti-Soviet military base in the 
Far East, are all the result of an imperialist pact and a 
plot against the U.S.S.R. 

The behaviour of the League of Nations clearly 
illustrates the existence of an imperialist plot in which 
not only Japanese generals are participating but also, 
and primarily, French finance capital and American 
interventionists. It is seldom that the rapacious, 
imperialist character of war has been so clearly 
expressed as during the invasion of Manchuria by 
Japanese troops. Only the imperialist robbers and 
their social-fascist lackeys could interpret Japanese 
intervention in any other way, for the purpose of 
foully hiding up this act of provocation. Japanese 
imperialism attacked Manchuria, bombarded her 
towns, killed peaceful citizens and occupied foreign 
territory on a false pretext. The Nanking bands of 
militarists, who had shot down thousands of Chinese 
workers and peasants, turned out to be incapable of 
defending the independence of the land against 
Japanese intervention. The only way in which 
Chang Kai-shi showed any “defence”’ of the indepen- 
dence of China, took the form of an entreating 
telegram sent to the League of Nations. How did 
the League of Nations reply to this petition? The 
“pacifist”? League of Nations was ‘‘powerless’’ to 
settle the conflict. This is the impression the 
bourgeois and social-fascist newspapers want to 
create, in trying to hide up the truth of the réle of the 
League from the eyes of the toiling masses. 

This manoeuvring of the bourgeois and social- 
fascist press with regard to the attitude of the League 
is as foul and prejudiced as all the other praises of the 
peace-making activities of the League. After the 
Manchurian affair they cannot depict the League in 
the old light. Consequently, in “criticising” the 
League’s weakness they try to hide the fact from the 
toiling masses that the League of Nations is most 
actively supporting the rapacious advance of Japan 
upon Manchuria. The whole point is not that the 
League of Nations “did not prevent”? Manchurian 
intervention because it was too ‘‘weak,”’ but that this 
international organisation of imperialist bandits from 
the very beginning had cynically and frankly 
supported the occupation of Manchuria in order to 
create the necessary conditions for the partition of 
China and the factors required te bring about 
intervention on a broad scale against the Soviet 
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Union. Behind the scenes at the League of Nations 


‘there has been constant bartering among the im- 


perialist Powers in order to come to some agreement 
between the European and American bandits 
concerning the partition of China and anti-Soviet 
provocation. 


The heartiest support to Manchurian occupation 
was given by France which urged Japan along the road 
of anti-Soviet provocation. The French Press, 
which has recently been carrying on a ferocious 
campaign against the Soviet Union, spreading 
rumours of the financial crash which threatens the 
U.S.S.R., demanding the launching of a credit 
blockade, once more began to express itself in 
military language. While Briand at the sessions of 
the League of Nations was trying to guarantee 
freedom of action for Japan, the French Press 
published lying information to the effect that the 
Chinese generals were being armed by the Soviet 
Union. Not satisfied with this, the Parisian Press 
began open military agitation. The ‘‘Liberté” 
demanded that the ‘Siberian steppes be converted 
into a battlefield for the destruction of Bolshevism.” 


The social-fascists foully and cynically support 
this military agitation of the French bourgeois Press ; 
they support it not only in the sense that Vandervelde 
declares Manchuria to be “‘no-man’s land,” that the 
Japanese Section of the Second International 
absolutely approves of intervention; but their 
support is most clearly seen in the article of Renaudel 
in the “Vie Socialiste” : ‘Asiatic Russia suppressed 
little Georgia and now dreams of appropriating part 
of Manchuria.” ‘This article clearly shows the sort 
of insolence of which the social-fascist lackeys of 
capital are capable, and how they exceed their 
masters in anti-Soviet provocation. In fulfilling the 
social orders of the bourgeoisie, these agents try to 
depict the U.S.S.R., which is pursuing a firm policy 
of peace, as the guilty party in the coming war. 


The anti-Soviet campaign of the social-inter- 
ventionists became especially ardent when the 
position of America on the Manchurian question 
became clear. The imperialist interests of America 
and Japan are in sharp contradiction in the Pacific 
Ocean. America is trying to squeeze Japan out of 
trading with China, although China is Japan’s chief 
selling market. A constant struggle takes place 
continually between these two Great Powers for the 
domination of markets along the Pacific Ocean coast. 
Both States are rapidly preparing for an armed 
solution of these questions at issue, and are hastily 
building up their own naval bases. Yet despite these 
ever-sharpening contradictions, America and France 
are supporting Japanese intervention, since it is a 
question of occupying Manchuria. Within 
these limits America is prepared to support Japanese 
occupation for several reasons. 
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First of all America is anxious to provoke Soviet- 
Japanese armed conflict in connection with the 
question of the Chinese-Eastern Railway in order to 
ruin the Five-Year Plan and draw the U.S.S.R. into 
the ereat war. This is the main reason. 


Secondly, America reckons that in taking no part 
directly in the first phase of the Japanese-Soviet war, 
she will be able to profit by the conditions of war and 
supply armaments to Japan, just as she made profits 
from war orders during the first phase of the im- 
perialist world war ; and that this will help her to come 
successfully out of the economic crisis at the price of 
the blood of Soviet Red Army soldiers and Japanese 
troops. The New York “World Telegram” declares 
quite openly as follows :— 


“War is of considerable assistance to trade.” 
“Tf Russia is even slightly drawn into war, she will 
be compelled to drop the Five-Year Plan, which 1s 
causing so much anxiety to the United States.” 


These words are strongly reminiscent of the way in 
which the New York Stock Exchange reacted in 
December, 1916, to the rumours of the cessation of 
the world war. The New York correspondent of the 
“Daily Telegraph’’ on December 23, 1916, wrote as 
follows :— 


“The rumours of peace which were current 
during last week caused alarm on the New York 
Exchange and a sharp fall in the value of bonds. 
The price of wheat dropped heavily. Everybody 
is talking about the disasters which will occur on 
the conclusion of peace”’ (!). 


Thirdly, the United States probably reckons that 
the Japanese-Soyiet war, whatever the outcome for 
Japan, would weaken the latter and thus make it 
easier for the United States to get even with her. 
The fact that the United States is hurriedly trans- 
ferring her strategical naval bases from the Panama 
Canal to the north, in particular to Alaska, shows that 
she is counting upon invading the Far Eastern 
districts of the U.S.S.R.,shoulda favourable occasion 
arise, and upon attacking Japan from that angle. 


But all this is a question of the distant future, which 
is being discussed without the consent of the master 
of the Far Eastern district—the U.S.S.R. Up to 
now, at any rate, all the large imperialist robbers 
are primarily and almost exclusively occupied with 
the thought of converting Japanese intervention 
into the prelude for the great anti-Soviet war. 
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This does not exclude the fact that already to-day — 
the contradictions between the United States on the — 
one hand and Japan on the other are increasing 
rapidly, since in extending the occupation of China, . 
Japan is encroaching upon American ‘spheres of | 
influence. The United States has already reacted — 
to this state of affairs in that she has used the anti- 
Japanese boycott movement in China to increase her 
exports to China and to remove Japan from the 
Chinese markets, which actions on her part have met 
with considerable success. At the same time, the 
United States is rapidly pumping gold out of Japan, 
thus increasing the economic crisis there. 

England is also making use of the anti-Japanese 
boycott movement for her own purposes. But all 
this does not alter the fact that there is a united anti- 
Soviet, anti-Chinese front of all the imperialist 
robbers. All this does not alter the fact that the 
menace of military intervention on a broad scale 
under the leadership of a coalition of Great Powers, 
is becoming more and more actual. The reality of 
this menace, the tasks which in this connection 
confront the sections of the Communist International, 
have not been properly estimated by all the parties. 
There are individual parties and members of the 
party who failed to see the anti-Soviet, provocative 
character of the Manchurian invasion by the Japanese 
army ; and in telling the toiling masses primarily of © 
the contradictions between the various imperialist 
groups, in connection with the Manchurian war, they 
left entirely in the shade the main contradiction— — 
between the world of capitalism and the world of | 
Socialism, 

The Communist Parties must immediately correct 
this mistake. ‘They must create a broad united front — 
from below against the extensive anti-Soviet front of — 
the imperialist Powers and against the partition of 
China. ‘The Communist Parties must bring forward 
the concrete example of the Manchurian conflict to © 
prove to the masses the imperialist rapacious character _ 
of the League of Nations and the foul anti-Soviet | 
} 


provocative réle which is being played by social- © 
fascism, The toiling masses must be made to 

understand that preparations for military interventon 
are going forward on a more extensive front than — 
hitherto and that preliminary anti-Chinese inter- — 
vention is the method they are using to this end. To | 
this end let all the exploited and oppressed in © 
capitalist countries and colonies, therefore, be on | 
their guard, | 
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THE ARBITRARY ACTION OF THE JAPANESE IMPERIALISTS IN MANCHURIA 
AND THE VIEWPOINT OF THE HERDSMEN OF THE 


MONGOLIAN PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC 
By S. NATSOV. 


4 hee arbitrary action of Japanese militarism in 
Manchuria —a direct linkin the chain of prepara- 
tions for a new war between the imperialist plunderers 
and the U.S.S.R., a continuation of the preparations 
for an imperialist counter-revolutionary onslaught 
against the land which is building up Socialism, the 
U.S.S.R.—could not fail to draw the attention not 
only of the international proletariat, but also of the 
oppressed nations of the East. Japan’s seizure of 
Manchuria, which constitutes at the same time a 
direct menace to the national independence of the 
Mongolian people, called forth a mighty wave of 
protest and dissatisfaction among the toiling herds- 
men of the Mongolian People’s Republic. The 
toiling “‘arat”” masses (herdsmen), having correctly 
estimated the affairs in Manchuria, took action 
accordingly and strengthened the defence of the 
country, consolidated the ranks of the People’s 
Revolutionary Red Army. The toiling ‘‘arat’’ 
masses of Mongolia have stigmatised the bourgeois 
representatives of the Land of the Rising Sun, who by 
force of arms invaded a foreign land for the purpose of 
converting it into a colony, in order to mock the 
peaceful population, to exploit and oppress the 
people. The toiling ‘‘arat’? masses of Mongolia 
openly declared that they have supported and will 
continue to support the workers and peasants of 
China who are fighting under the leadership of the 
Communist Party of China against the foreign 
imperialists, against the counter-revolutionary 
dictatorship of the Kuomintang, for national libera- 
tion, for Soviet power. 

The resolutions of the Presidium of the Central 
Committee and Central Control] Committee of the 
Mongolian People’s Revolutionary Party, the Ulan- 
Vatorsk Committee of the Party ,the Presidium of the 
Central Committee of the Mongolian People’s 
Revolutionary Youth League, the party fraction inthe 
Presidium of the‘‘Small Huruldan”’ (SmallAssembly) 
and the Mongolian People’s Government, the 
Central Council of Mongolian Trade Unions ,and the 
active members of the Ulan- Vatorsk organisations of 
the Mongolian Revolutionary Party and the Youth 
League—all state that the “‘Toiling ‘ arat ’ masses of 
the Mongolian People’s Republic declare that they 
support the Chinese revolution and stigmatise the 
Japanese imperialists who have seized foreign 
territory. The toiling ‘ arat ’ masses of the Mon- 
golian People’s Republic protest against the arbitrary 
action of Japanese imperialism, which is acting 
towards a foreign land, like a thief ina strange house. 
The toiling ‘arat’ masses declare that they have given 


moral political support, and will continue to do so, to 
the workers and peasants of China, who are fighting 
under the leadership of the Chinese Communist 
Party against the counter-revolutionary dictatorship 
of the Kuomintang, for the Workers’ and Peasants’ 
Government of China, against the foreign imperialism 
on behalf of Chinese independence.”* Resolutions 
and protests of this kind are being received daily in 
tens and hundreds from all over the country. It is 
impossible for the press to publish them all. In the 
resolutions and protests passed locally, the ‘‘arat’’ 
masses demand that the People’s Revolutionary 
Party and the Revolutionary Government take 
emergency measures in defence of the Eastern 
and South-Eastern frontiers of the Mongolian 
Revolutionary Republic. In reply to the 
arbitrary actions of Japanese imperialism in Man- 
churia, the ‘‘arat’’ masses of Mongolia are mustering 
together their forces around the national Revolution- 
ary Party and the Revolutionary Government : mass 
applications are made for entry into the Party, into 
the Youth League and the Osoaviahim ; the workers 
are subscribing to the fund for building aeroplanes , 
the collective farmers and poor herdsmen have 


- offered their counter-plan from below in the carrying 


out of coming economic-political campaigns (supply 
of cattle to the State, taxation, collective farming 
movement). This is the real reply of the toiling 
“‘arat’’ masses of the Mongolian People’s Republic to 
the military arbitration of the Japanese imperialists 
in Manchuria, which actually meant the declaration 
of war against the Chinese people, against the 
national independence and integrity of China. 
* ® bad 


The toiling ‘‘arat’? masses of the Mongolian 
People’s Republic understand that the seizure of 
Manchuria by the Japanese imperialists not only 
affects China and Japan, but is also the prelude toa 
new imperialist war which has been in the course’ of 
preparation during the historical period which 
followed upon the last world war. The toiling ‘“‘arat’’ 
masses of Mongolia understand that the seizure of 
Manchuria by Japan was not only in the interests of 
Japanese imperialism, but constituted the direct 
result of the growing contradictions in the camp of 
international imperialism, especially the imperialist 
circles of Japan and America and their united front 
against the U.S.S.R. Thus, for instance, in the 
resolution of the active members of the Ara Hangaisk 
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® Unen (Pravda), the organ of the Central Committee of 
the Mongolian People’s Revolutionary Party, of October 8, 
1931. No. 236 (436). 
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organisation of the Mongolian People’s Revolutionary 
Party and of the Youth League we find the following : 
“The seizure of Manchuria by the Japanese mili- 
tarists is the product of the growing contradictions 
in the camp of international imperialism especially 
the product of the growing contradictions between 
Japanand America. The imperialist circles in Japan 
occupied Manchuria thus trying to settle the quarrel 
without the participation of the American “‘chief”’ of 
the Chinese peoples. ... The military occupation of 
Manchuria by Japan means the increased danger of 
imperialist invasion on the Eastern frontiers of the 
U.S.S.R. and the Mongolian People’s Republic ’* 
Hence the conclusion is drawn of the need for 
strengthening fraternal relations with the toiling 
masses of the U.S.S.R., the need for defending the 
U.S.S.R. from the counter-revolutionary attacks of 
the imperialists. Revolutionary Mongolia which 
recently celebrated itstenth anniversary, has been 
growing and strengthening with the fraternal support 
of the U.S.S.R.—the land ofthe victorious proletariat. 
The toiling ‘‘arat”’ masses of the Mongolian People’s 
Republic are stubbornly defending their friendly 
relations with the workers and peasant masses of the 
U.S.S.R.,in order to develop their own country along 
the lines of Socialism at an ever more rapid rate. 
The toiling ‘‘arat’’ masses of Mongolia have unfurled 
the banner of victorious anti-feudal revolution, and 
are striving for the non-capitalist, Socialist road of 
development for Mongolia ; they are mustering all 
their forces around the People’s Revolutionary Party 
and the Revolutionary Government, in order to repel « 
all attempts at counter-revolutionary attacks upon 
the independence of Mongolia by the imperialist 
plunderers and their hirelings. The toiling “arat” 
masses of the Mongolian People’s Republic have 
always fought and are still fighting against the 
danger of counter-revolutionary imperialist war upon 
the fatherland of the international proletariat and the 
oppressed masses of the world—the U.S.S.R. The 
resolutions of the Central Committee of the Mon- 
golian People’s Revolutionary Party, the Central 
Committee of the Youth League, the Presidium of the 
“Small Huruldan” and the Government of the 
Mongolian People’s Republic passed in connection 
with the fourteenth anniversary of the October 
Revolution, state that: ‘The U.S.S.R. is the 
fatherland of the international proletariat and 
oppressed masses of the world. The U.S.S.R. is the 
shock brigade of the world revolution ; the U.S.S.R. 
is the true friend of revolutionary Mongolia. The 
toiling ‘arat’’ masses of Mongolia will defend the 
U.S.S.R. against the attacks of the imperialists. The 
toiling ‘ arat ’ masses will strengthen the defence of 
their land, will increase the might and power of the 


*Unen (Pravda), the organ of the Central Committee of the 
Mongolian People’s Revolutionary Party, of October 8, 
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Red Army.’* This is the response made by 
“‘arat’? masses, the workers and collective farmers of 
the Mongolian People’s Republic to the seizure of 
Manchuria by Japanese imperialists, and the growing 
military danger against the U.S.S.R. and the 
Mongolian People’s Republic. 

The national revolutionary movement of the 
Mongolian “‘arats’’ deepened and developed from a 
movement directed primarily against imperialism and 
the Chinese bourgeoisie and landlords into the anti- 
feudal revolution ; at the same time the movement 
began to lay down the basis for collective forms of 
economy. The national revolutionary movement of 
the Mongolian “‘arats” in taking up the tasks of the 
anti-feudal revolution, aimed blow after blow at both 
the foreign enemy (Chinese merchant and money- 
lending capital) and at the reactionary forces at home 
(the feudal landlords, counter-revolutionary upper 
strata of the Buddhist priesthood and bureaucratic 
officials). The present stage of the Mongolian 
revolution can be characterised by the fact that the 
open anti-nationalist reactionary alliance between the 
plunderers abroad and the robbers inside the land is 
becoming ever more real and obvious in its efforts to 
make a counter-attack and to win back the Govern- 
ment and its lost property. The Chinese militarists, 
the feudal princes of Inner Mongolia, the Russo- 
Buriat White Guards, led by the Japanese imperialists, 
are actively organising armed bands for intervention 
against the Mongolian People’s Republic. In order 
to achieve their evil ends, the Japanese imperialists 
are using Panchen-Bogdo, the Tibetan refugee, as 
their agent. Throughout the Eastern and South- 
Eastern border of the Mongolian People’s Republic, 
armed forces of reactionary elements are concentrated 
who, led by Japan and their puppet Panchen-Bogdo, 
are about to carry out the plans of Japanese im- 
perialism—to enslave the Mongolian “‘arats” and 
convert the Mongolian People’s Republic into a 
colony of Japanese imperialism. 

The attempts at counter-revolutionary rebellion 
(Ulankom, Bayanzurche, etc.) made during the last 
two years, and the plot by the princes of the church 
and the feudal landlords (Manzusheri, Yugodzyr, 
etc.) prove conclusively to the toiling ‘‘arat’’ masses, 
that the feudal landlords and reactionary officials at 
home, unable chemselves to overthrow the 
revolutionary government of the “‘arat”’ masses and to 
restore the old regime of exploitation and slavery by 
the merchants and moneylenders, consider that their 
only hope lies in Japanese, Kuomintang and White 
Guard intervention, to guarantee the success of which 
they are still making attempts at further plots. The 
imperialist seizure of Manchuria by Japan simplifies 


* The Road to Socialism, organ of the Central Committee 
of the Mongolian People’s Revolutionary Party, No. 26- 
27 (35-36). Resolution of the Central Committee of the 
Party on the Fourteenth Anniversary of the October 
Revolution. 
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the task of the latter in connection with her rapacious 
plans with regard to the Mongolian People’s Republic, 
and the danger of war is becoming an actual menace 
to Mongolia. 

In seizing Manchuria, imperialist Japan simul- 
taneously is preparing a counter-revolutionary attack 
upon revolutionary Mongolia. The toiling “‘arat” 
masses understand this menace of war and inter- 
vention by the imperialist plunderers. The People’s 
Revolutionary Party and the Revolutionary Youth 
League of Mongolia, besides further strengthening 
the army, cleansing it from anti-working class 
elements, carrying on political and educational work 
in the army, are paying more and more attention to 
the extension of military knowledge and training 
among the members of the party and the Youth 
League, the poor and middle “‘arats,” especially the 
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collective farmers and agricultural labourers, by 
means of territorial troops, physical culture detach- 
ments and other new, more flexible forms and 
methods of work. The imperialist masters of Japan 
and the Chinese militarists will never be able to catch 
the toiling “arat”’ masses unawares, for they have 
behind them ten years’ experience of heroic struggle 
for national independence, for the destruction of the 
remains of feudalism, for the non-capitalist, Socialist 
road of development of the Mongolian People’s 
Republic. The toiling ‘‘arat” masses will lead the 
heroic struggle for national independence. Let all 
the Japanese imperialists remember this when they 
organise their bands of Russian-Buriat White Guards 
and Mongolian feudal landlords for a counter- 
revolutionary attack upon the Mongolian People’s 
Republic. 


SOME MISTAKES IN OUR THEORETICAL AND PRACTICAL WORK AND 


THE WAY TO OVERCOME THEM (Part 1.) 
By ERNST THALMANN. 


Ree ARD the end of 1930 and the beginning of 
1931, when an extreme intensification of political 
reaction and of the attacks on the living conditions of 
the working masses were observed in the economic 
and political measures taken by the Briining Govern- 
ment, the Communist Party of Germany branded the 
Briining Government before the masses of the 
German proletariat and all the toilers, as a Govern- 
ment for carrying out the fascist dictatorship. 

What was the idea at the back of our policy at that 
time ? 

After the Social-Democrats were kicked out of the 
Government of the Reich in the spring of 1930 andup 
to the Reichstag elections of December r4th last 
year they conducted a sham “radical” opposition, and 
after the Reichstag election openly aligned themselves 
with Briining. They supported, made possible and 
themselves carried out most actively all the reactionary 
measures inimical to the interests of the people 
which were introduced by the ruling bourgeoisie. 
In order to conceal from the masses the fascist 
character and the class treachery of their policy of 
toleration towards Briining, the Social-Democrats 
invented the theory of the so-called “‘lesser evil.” 
The Briining Government, according to the assur- 
ances of the Social-Democratic Party leaders, was a 
lesser evil compared with a Hitler-Hugenberg 
Government, it was a rampart against fascism and 
therefore should be supported. 

To counteract this S.D.P. deception of the 
workers, it was our duty to inform the masses with all 
sharpness of the real character of the Briining 
Government and of the actual forms in which the 
fascisation of the methods of domination of the 
German bourgeoisie was being accomplished. As 


against the despicable and treacherous betrayal of the 
S.D.P. to discourage the masses from fighting against 
their class enemy and the dictatorship of the bour- 
geoisie by holding out the menace of a dictatorship 
which would be set up if a Hitler Government came 
into power, we must make clear the class content of 
the Briining dictatorship, the real essence of fascism, 
the special réle of the National-Socialists (Nazis) and 
the relations between the Briining regime, the S.D.P. 
and the Hitler movement. 

Only when we had succeeded in bringing home to 
the masses the consciousness that there is no class 
ditference whatsoever between a_ completely 
developed, open Fascist dictatorship (by whatever 
Party it be exercised) and the Briining Government, 
which was actually at the helm of State, was it 
possible to smash these deceptive mancuvres of 
Social-Democracy. Only then was it possible to 
utilise the anti-Fascist energies of the broadest 
masses in the struggle against the dictatorship of the 
bourgeoisie and its agents, the Briining-Severing 
Government. 

The Communist Party of Germany tore to shreds 
the Social-Democratic tissue of lies about the 
Briining Government being the “‘last bulwark of 
democracy” ; it made it clear to the masses that this 
Briining Government and the Braun-Severing 
Government, which was in complete harmony with it, 
were themselves accomplishing the transition to 
Fascist forms of domination by exercising the 
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, and thereby at the 
same time stigmatised the policy of toleration of the 
S.D.P. and of the A.D.G.B. (German Federation of 
Trade Unions) towards Briining as support for 
Fascism. 
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This political attitude, erroneous formulations of 
which were quickly corrected when analysed, enabled 
the Party to launch an offensive against the Briining 
regime and its Social-Democratic supporters with 
some success. The réle of the National-Socialist 
movement was correctly characterised in this 
connection as an additional extra-parliamentary 
support of the bourgeois dictatorship, which the 
bourgeoisie utilised for their own purposes alongside 
the Social-Democrats. The resolutions adopted on 
this question at the Plenum of the Central Committee 
of the C.P. of Germany in January were indubitably 
confirmed as events further developed. 

If, however, we subject our entire practical policy 
and the campaigns of our Party in 1931 to a thorough 
review, we must state that our resolutions were not 
always completely carried out.. This is true of the 
resolution of the Plenum of our Central Committee 
(January-May) and much more so of the resolutions 
of the XI. Plenum of the E.C.C.I., which we 
popularised in our ranks but did not always carry out 
everywhere in our revolutionary work. 

Bolshevik self-criticism is the most important 
means to aid the Party and the masses of the prole- 
tariat, for in making more concrete our class line it 
helps the solution of the tremendous historical tasks 
that confront the German working-class and its 
revolutionary leader, the Communist Party. But 
such Bolshevik self-criticism imposes the duty of 
revealing ideological deviations, political weaknesses 
and political errors committed in our revolutionary 
mass work, which contradict the resolutions of the 
XI. Plenum of the E.C.C.I. and of the Plenum 
meetings of our Central Committee. 

What important errors do we refer to in particular ? 

(1) Weaknesses in our struggle against the Social 
Democrats and in applying the united front policy. 

(2) Errcrs in applying the slogan “People’s 
revolution.” 

Weaknesses in our struggle against the 
National-Socialists. 

(4) Individual deviations applying also to 
Communists, and especially to elements around the 
Party in the question of the perspectives, and of 
individual terror. 

We do not of course suggest that political mistakes 
were committed by the Party as a whole in regard to 
any of these four main questions, or that there was a 
definite political ideology opposed to the resolutions 
of the Comintern. Such deviations from the line of 
the Comintern are to-day hardly possible in the 
Communist Party of Germany by reason of its rich 
revolutionary experience. We are speaking here 
rather of mistakes, or only weak or obscure spots to 
be found in individual sections of the Party, deviations 
which arise often unconsciously, due only to in- 
sufficient political schooling of individual comrades 
and functionaries, by the entire Party, or by reason of 
an insufficient comprehension of the resolutions 
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adopted by international and German Party con- 
gresses. 

But the Party as a whole and the C.C., in the first 
instance, are fully responsible for such things. If they 
were allowed to pass without being corrected, or 
without drawing the necessary conclusions from 
them, the indispensable and dogged untiring work of 
bolshevising our Party would be renounced. It is 
certainly our duty to strive to secure for the Party a 
higher degree of political maturity as our revolutionary 
tasks grow, to diminish thereby the gap between the 
objective and the subjective factor in the revolutionary 
development, to liquidate the backwardness of thé 
Party in lagging behind the revolutionary upsurge. 

If we neglected serious self-criticism on every 
occasion, we would be indulging in that “‘dizziness 
from success”’ which a year-and-a-half ago Comrade 
Stalin criticised and combated in individual sections 
of the C.P.S.U. 

Of the four main questions in which these weak- 
nesses in our ranks manifested themselves, we will 
deal with the first three jointly for the sake of con- 
venience. For the misunderstandings, deficiencies 
and deviations in our work and policy which cropped 
up in these three questions in our struggle against the 
Social-Democrats, against National-Socialism and in 
the application of the slogan of a “‘people’s revolu- 
tion,” are all closely interconnected. 


Reference was made at the beginning of this 
article to the correct analysis the Party made of the 
réle of the Briining Government, at the January 
Plenum of the C.C., for the reason that this analysis, 
as was emphasised by the XI. Plenum of the E.C.C.I., 
provided the Party with the key for the correct 
presentation of the problems arising in the intensified 
struggle against the Social-Democracy, as well as 
against the Hitler movement, and also in treating the 
question of the development of Fascism. The 
position of the XI, Plenum of the E.C.C.I. on the 
question of the two social supports of the bourgeoisie 
is based on the formulations of Comrade Stalin :— 

“‘Social-Democracy is objectively the moderate 

wing of Fascism. There is no basis for supposing 
that the militant organisation of the bourgeoisie 
(Fascism) could achieve decisive successes without 
the active support of Social-Democracy. There 
is equally little basis for supposing that Social- 
Democracy could achieve decisive successes in its 
struggle or the administration of the country 
without the active support of the militant organisa- 
tion of the bourgeoisie. These organisations do 
not negative, but supplement each other. They 
are not in opposition but complementary. Fascism 
is the unformed bloc of these two basic organisa- 
tions, arising in the situation of the post-war crisis 
of imperialism and calculated for the struggle 
against the proletarian revolution. 
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“The bourgeoisie is incapable of remaining in 

power without the presence of such a bloc.”— 

(F. Stalin, on the International Situation.) 

In his concluding remarks at the XI. Plenum, 
Comrade Manuilsky said on this point : 

“The chief enemy of the working-class always 
has been, is, and will be the bourgeoisie. We do 
not need toinvent new formulae, Inthe bourgeois 
democracies which are growing more and more 
Fascist in the Fascist States, everywhere, at all 
stages of the fascisation of the capitalist States, the 
chief enemy of the working-class is the dictatorship 
of capital, independently of whether it assumes a 
democratic or Fascist form. . . . It means that in 
Germany the chief enemy to-day is the Briining 
Government, supported by Social-Democracy, a 
Government for the carrying through of Fascist 
dictatorship, embodying to-day the whole yoke of 
the bourgeois dictatorship in regard to the working- 
class. 

“And depending on which wing the bourgeoisie 
will rely in the struggle against the proletariat, the 
Communist Party will also determine the chief 
direction for its attack.” 

Comrade Manuilsky here clearly indicated the 
class significance of the Briining dictatorship and of 
its supporters, the S.D.P. and the National-Socialists. 
He also stressed the point of view which must guide 
the Communist Party of Germany in investigating 
the question of against whom it must deliver the main 
blow in its fight. In replying to this question we 
must consider two points of view: (1) the concrete 
investigation of the prevailing policies of the bour- 
geoisie at any time, within the framework of the 
general analysis of the class forces, (2) the revolu- 
-tionary setting of the tasks of the Communist Party. 

What is the position in Germany with reference to 
the first point? The XI. Plenum indicated the 
Social-Democrats as the main social support of the 
bourgeoisie and demonstrated the correctness of this 
formulation as applied especially also to Germany. 
In actual fact, developments in Germany, as well as 
in all other countries, since the XI. Plenum, have 
completely corroborated the correctness of the 
statements made by the Comintern. 

There has been a regrouping of forces in the 
Briining Government inthe last few weeks. ‘The way 
to this regrouping was paved by the aggressive policy 
of the right wing of the Centre (von Papen) and of 
the People’s Party (Dingeldey). The basis for this 
political offensive, which proclaims the necessity of a 
swing to the right, may be found in the demand the 
leaders of industry put to Briining that he intensify 
his political course with the utmost decision, correis- 
ponding to the wishes of heavy industry, ‘This 
“crisis”? in the Government, which was solved 
immediately before the opening of the last Reichstag 
session, resulted for the present, in the fact that no 
representative of heavy industry has been admitted 
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into the Governmeni, for that industry, because of its 
difficult position is the main protagonist of inflationist 
tendencies, but that Warmbold, the trusted repre- 
sentative of the chemical industry, of the I.G. 
Farbenindustrie (dye trust), the largest and at 
present the leading capitalist syndicate in Germany, 
is brought into the Government as Minister of 
National Economy. 

The further orientation to the right of the Briining 
Government in its new form expressed itself in the 
unceremonious dismissal of Wirth, then Minister of 
the Interior, in the concentration of the Ministries 
of the Interior and of the Reichswehr (Army) in the 
hands of Groener, thereby strengthening the relative 
importance of the Army wing (Groener-Hindenburg) 
in the Cabinet of the Reich. 

In connection with the formation of this Govern- 
ment, negotiations, now well known, were conducted 
behind the scenes between the Government, or, 
rather, Hindenburg, and Lt.-General Schleicher 
(Chief of the Information Bureau of the Ministry of 
the Reichswehr) on the one hand, and Adolf Hitler, 
leader of the National-Socialists, on the other. The 
consequence of these negotiations, which were 
supplemented by discussions nationally in the Press, 
namely between the “‘Germania,” the ‘Deutsche 
Allgemeine Zeitung’’ and the “‘ Voelkische Beobachter,” 
was at first that the Centre, the leading Government 
Party of the German bourgeoisie, again refused to 
concede the wishes of the National-Socialists to enter 
into a coalition. The fact that immediately after, the 
Centre Party in Hessen is apparently preparing to 
yield to the National-Socialists in regard toa coalition, 
and the conferences which are taking place between 
the leaders of the Christian trade unions and the 
representatives of the Hitler Party, indicate that the 
attitude of the Centre is purely tactical and transitory. 


We must now raise the question why the Centre 
permitted these negotiations at all on a Reich scale in 
the first place. This question can only be answered 
if we consider the réle of the Centre as the leading 
Party of the German bourgeoisie, representing the 
decisive sections of finance capital. When at that 
time Hugenberg split the German National Party, in 
order to be able to pursue his policy of driving to the 
right and of ‘“‘fascising” the whole camp of the 
German bourgeoisie, he at the same time tried to 
create the National-Socialists into a mass basis for 
his policy. His point of departure was the 
“canalisation” (as the big bourgeois Press called it), 
of the Hitler Party, z.e., to divert it into such channels 
that could be utilised as suitable instruments for the 
big bourgeoisie in exercising the bourgeois dictator- 
ship with Fascist methods. The People’s Party had 
repeatedly attempted itself to assume the function of 
constantly drilling the Hitler Party in the interests of 
big capital. 

Of late, it is the Centre that has been seeking to 
assume the leading rdle in regard to the National- 
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Socialists, as it has been doing for a long time in 
regard to the Social Democrats. That, clearly, has 
also been the underlying motive in the negotiations 
between the bourgeoisie and its Briining Government 
with the National-Socialists. 

If we now investigate why these negotiations came 
to nought we will find that the question of the 
Social- Democrats is beyond doubt the outstanding 
question for the controlling sections of finance 
capital, which are excellently represented by the 
Centre. The National-Socialists have not yet 
managed to win the decisive sections of the factory 
workers. The Social-Democratic Party, although 
weakened by our advance, still constitutes the main 
social support of the bourgeoisie and, with its 
millions of adherents in the Federation of Trade 
Unions, and other workers’ organisations, provides 
the most important mass basis for ensuring the safety 
and the carrying through of the capitalist dictatorship. 
On the other hand, as the National-Socialist move- 
ment grows in every respect, Hitler’s Party shows 
more and more signs of supporting the bourgeoisie. 
Soon, at the latest when the elections in Prussia take 
place, this process will once again make the question 
of the Nazis’ (National-Socialists’) open participation 
in the Government a question of the day, although 
this will not in any way lessen the réle to be played by 
thes: Diks 

The Centre Party which, by its special social 
structure, is the only big bourgeois Party able to rely 
on a comparatively firm mass adherence, is trying to 
create a broader mass basis by means of such insti- 
tutions as ‘economic advisory boards” and “‘peace in 
industry”’ ; in doing this it is applying its permanent 
principle, closely allied to that of the Fascists, of the 
community of interest of all sections of the people, 
and is establishing a bond of co-operation stretching 
from the S.D.P. to the National-Socialists. 

The class content of Briining’s policy is therefore, 
on the one hand, to use the National-Socialists to 
weaken the S.D.P.—capitalism’s main support 
among the masses—to break it down and thus make 
it still easier to exploit it (as in Prussia), and on the 
other hand, vice versa, to keep the National-Socialists 
in check and to make them, to a greater extent than 
before, the servants of the dictatorship of finance 
capital (as in Hessen). 

This manifold utilisation of the S.D.P. and the 
National-Socialists in the interests of the bourgeois 
dictatorship, the application, to an increasing extent, 
of Fascist forms in the exercise of that dictatorship by 
the Briining-Severing Governments, and the réle of 
Social-Democracy, now, as formerly, recognised and 
used to the full by the bourgeoisie as their main 
social support, are the most important facts that 
emerge from a concrete examination of the develop- 
ment in Germany since the XI. Plenum. Do not these 
facts completely confirm the lessons and decisions 
of that Plenum? ‘There can be no doubt about this. 
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Comrade Manuilsky, in his concluding speech at 
the Plenum, among other things, dealt with the 
question as to how the backwardness of the Com- 
munist Parties in regard to Fascism, as compared 
with the general revolutionary advance, was mani- 
fested. He said :— 

“Secondly, our backwardness in the question of 

Fascism is expressed by the fact that we allow 

Social-Democracy to maneeuvre on the question of 

forms of bourgeois dictatorship. And this 1s now 

its chief manoeuvre of a whole historic period, 

Social-Democracy endeavours to divert the masses 

from the main questions of the class struggle, and 

turn their attention to arguments as to the forms 
which their exploitation should take—to questions 
such as, which is the better form of bourgeois 
dictatorship: parliamentary or extra-parliamentary? 

The theory of the so-called ‘ lesser evil ’ is at the 

moment the chief channel for the parliamentary 

illusions of the masses. Social-Democracy will 
mancuvre—not only to-day and to-morrow, but 
during a whole period, during a considerable time 

—on the question of its seeming struggle with 

Fascism, blurring by all methods the basis fact 

that Fascism and Social-Fascism are two aspects of 

one and the same social bulwark of bourgeois 
dictatorship. To shatter these illusions of the 
masses—this it is which will assure the disruption 
of the mass basis of Social-Democracy inside the 
working-class.”’ (Ibid., pages 110-111.) 


And later on he said :— 

“The weakness of the Communist International 
consists in the fact that we have not made the 
struggle against the theory of the ‘ lesser evil ’ in all 
its many forms the central key-task, that we have 
not supervised the propaganda and agitation of the 
Sections of the Communist International on this 
question, that we have not collected extensive 
material on the mistakes let pass by the Sections of 
the Communist International. and that we have 
not utilised the Plenum in order concretely to 
correct these mistakes. 

“It will be indispensable to make good this lapse 
after the Plenum of the E.C.C.I. In this most 
serious and responsible work there is necessary, 
least of all general schemes and formulae learnt by 
heart about Fascism, but rather a concrete approach 
to the conditions in this country ....” (Ibid., 
pages 114-115.) 


We have to ask ourselves, have we, in all our work 
in Germany, paid sufficient attention to these most 
important principles ? We have not, and it would 
not be difficult to prove this by examples from our 
general agitation and propaganda. Take any 
Communist paper in Germany, in all probability 
the greater part of our publications, leaflets and 
pamphlets, and we will see that more than once, 
instead of that concrete examination and analysis of 
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conditions, of class forces, demanded at the XI. 
Plenum, we have given stereotyped formulae about 
Fascism. 

We cannot tolerate such weakness. Severing, 
Wels and Breitscheid, who urge ‘‘toleration’”’ towards 
Briining, have recently been joined by Trotsky who, 
in his latest pamphlet, frankly popularises the policy 
of the German Social-Fascists and appeals to the 
German workers to support Briining and Braun. 
No wonder this counter-revolutionary penny-a-liner 
of the bourgeoisie has earned the enthusiastic 
applause of bourgeois journalists of the Mosse and 
Ullstein newspaper trust. 

What is our task? To lead the masses in every 
field of the struggle against the day-by-day increasing 
bourgeois offensive, and to point out, in the daily 
struggle, the Socialist way out, the proletarian 
dictatorship as against the dictatorship of the bour- 
geoisie, Instead of placing this extremely important 
historical contrast in the very centre of all our 
agitation and propaganda, we have engaged in 
calculating the “‘degree of Fascism in Germany,” we 
have produced theories of “‘stages”’ and suchlike. 

What is still worse is the fact that, despite the 
decisions of the XI. Plenum, despite the masterly 
analysis of these questions, particularly as given by 
Comrade Manuilsky in his concluding speech, 
tendencies towards making liberal comparisons between 
Fascism and bourgeois democracy, between the Hitler 
Party and Social-Fascism have been revealed in our 
ranks, 

Was it not a result of this impermissible attitude 
that, in the matter of the Red plebiscite against the 
Prussian Government some, though in only a few 
isolated cases, of our Party functionaries, manifested 
scruples which did not, it is true, weaken our work of 
mobilisation for the Red plebiscite—a result that 
Braun and Severing would have warmly welcomed— 
but nevertheless necessitated a good deal of elucida- 
tion in the Party cells concerned. 

And is not the fact that the Party generally defined 
its position of hostility to the Prussian Government so 
sharply only on the occasion of the popular plebiscite 
and not before, evidence that until that time we had 
neglected this basic struggle against the strongest 
support of the Briining Government, this battering 
ram used by the bourgeoisie to put through the Fascist 
dictatorship? Such neglect is particularly dangerous 
in view of the forthcoming Prussian elections. And 
we must admit, that even among the revolutionary 
workers sentiments were expressed to the effect that 
perhaps after all the Braun-Severing Government 
was a lesser evil than a Hitler-Goebbels Government 
in Prussia, To say the least, this revealed inadequate 
class-consciousness, and for this, too, we Must take 
responsibility. This influence exercised over 
revolutionary workers by the treacherous ideology of 
the lying Social-Democrats, these relics of Social- 
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Democratic thought in our ranks, is, we declare, in 
full agreement with the decisions of the XI. Plenum, 
the most serious danger that confronts the Communist 
Party. 

_ How great that danger is, is shown at the present 
time, among other things, by the latest manceuvres of 
Social-Fascism. The S.D.P. which, because of the 
recent election successes of Hitler’s Party, and 
because it knows full well that the negotiations for a 
coalition bety een the Centre and the Nazis have not 
been broken off for ever, is afraid of losing its 
ministerial position in Prussia, is anxious both to 
retain the adherence of its rebellious followers and at 
the same time to demonstrate to the bourgeoisie its 
indispensability. It is therefore undertaking a new 
demagogic maneuvre, it is “threatening” to form 
“a united front with the Communist Party.” Breit- 
scheid’s speech at Darmstadt during the Hessen 
elections ,and the commentary it receivedin Vorwarts, 
show that the Social-Democrats are conjuring up the 
devil of Hitlerite Fascism in order to keep the masses 
from effective struggle against the dictatorship of 
finance capital. And this bait, which is another form 
of the general policy of the lesser evil, is to be made 
more palatable to the masses by the addition of the 
sauce of strange and sudden friendship for the 
Communists (“against the prohibition of the C.P.G.’’) 

We have to ask ourselves the question: has the 
Communist Party of Germany created the conditions 
that are necessary to enable us easily to counteract 
this new treachery, this misleading of the masses ? 

We cannot answer this question with an un- 
conditional yes. We ourselves have only too often 
been fascinated into immobility by the problem of 
Fascism, instead of putting it in its proper place in the 
framework, as one of the forms of the bourgeois 
dictatorship among the various other forms which 
that dictatorship assumes. We have only partially 
recognised that the theory of the inevitability of 
Fascist dictatorship under monopoly capitalism is 
incorrect, or at any rate, we have often failed to 
contest that theory, and others which take us along 
the wrong road, with sufficient determination, 

We have not conducted our fundamental struggle 
against Social-Democracy with sufficient sharpness 
and clarity. Let us take a few examples : 

After the Leipzig Congress of the S.D.P. we gave 
an entirely correct analysis of the internal situation in 
the Social-Democratic Party and heralded the 
impending splitting off of the Centrists, and their 
establishment of a new Party, as the greatest crime 
against the working-class. But in the resolutions we 
passed at the time, we failed to repeat explicitly our 
correct decisions (taken at Essen and Wedding) that 
Centrism is the most dangerous form of reformism. 
Despite our correct perspectives, we undoubtedly 
neglected, in the following months, to intensify our 
struggle against this treacherous Centrist plan. 
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Had we done otherwise, had we fought on the 
correct lines as laid down in those resolutions, 
promptly and decisively against the plan for a new 
Party, Seydewitz and his Socialist Labour Party, the 
Party of the Centrist “bog” which, from the stand- 
point of the revolution, represents the most dangerous 
elements, would be playing a far less important réle 
to-day. 

The fact that, for example, in our revolutionary 
trade union work, we have worked from above, have 
made offers of a united front to local leaders of the 
Federation of Trade Unions, or other representatives 
of the reformist bureaucracy (as in the Ruhr district), 
also demonstrates that we are not carrying on our 
principal struggle against Social-Democracy with 
sufficient determination, which would make such 
mistakes impossible. 

A similar impermissible case occurred in the 
formation of an anti-Fascist Committee by a united 
front from above with Radical-Democratic groups 
(possessing few adherents among the masses) and 
other vacillating individuals, instead of concentrating 
our efforts on strengthening the anti-Fascist front in 
the factories and among the masses (as was 
correctly done in Braunschweig). 

What follows from all this? Although Comrade 
Manuilsky,in the speech from which I have quoted, 
demanded that after the Plenum all breaches in the 
struggle against the theory of the lesser evil be closed 
up, the Communist Party of Germany, to which, of 
all parties in the Comintern, this demand most 
closely applies, in duty bound cannot yet say that it 
has actually considered and dealt with this question 
as its central task. But still the struggle in the first 
place against all democratic illusions, particularly 
against the one which seeks to make Social-Democ- 
racy a ‘support in the struggle against Fascism,” is an 
indispensable condition for mobilising the masses for 
the struggle against the Fascist measures of the 
Briining-Severing dictatorship, and beyond that, for 
the overthrow of capitalism. 

The decisive conclusion which the German Party 
should have drawn from the decisions of the Plenum 
was, as we have seen, to direct our main offensive 
against Social-Democracy as the principal social 
support of the bourgeoisie. 

After the Party’s election victory in Hamburg, a 
tendency was observed among certain Party func- 
tionaries, including certain prominent ones, to 
minimise the importance of this victory because of 
the growth in the National-Socialist vote. We shall 
also have to deal with an opposite tendency in our 
Party to under-estimate National-Socialism and to 
neglect the struggle against it. For the moment we 
shall deal with the Hamburg election results. 

Although we won a great victory, there was 
considerable weakness and many defects in our work 
there, which were criticised. Still, we succeeded in 
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making a breach, though not a large one, in the 
strongest fortress of German Social-Democracy, we 
won tens of thousands of workers away from their 
allegiance to the S.D.P. Every Communist who 
recognises that our chief offensive must be directed 
against Social-Democracy, must judge the results of 
the elections as a whole, by the victory we obtained 
over the Social-Democrats. If it is true that the 
fight against Fascism is, and must be, primarily, a 
fight against the $.D.P., then our victory over the 
Hamburg Social-Democrats signifies at the same time 
a victory over Fascism. 

Nevertheless, there were comrades who did not 
want to see the Social-Democratic wood for the 
National-Socialist trees. Because the National 
Socialists were able to win a big victory in Hamburg, 
these comrades under-estimated the significance of 
our struggle against Social-Fascism, the significance 
of our victory over the S.D.P. This certainly 
expressed a deviation from the political line, which is 
to fight hardest against the S.D.P. 

As against this incorrect attitude we declare with 
all emphasis that the Fascists can be defeated only if 
we make clear to the masses the real nature of the 
S.D.P., its alliance with Fascism, its work in the 
service of the class enemy, and thus draw these 
masses away from the S.D.P. leaders. We cannot 
attack the principles of the S.D.P. and expose their 
anti-working-class policy to the workers in factory and 
trade union, and to the unemployed, by bawling and 
abuse, as has becotne the fashion among us recently ; 
we can do this only by developing our revolutionary 
policy. By carrying out a united front policy in the 
struggle for their class interests, we are imbuing the 
Social-Democratic workers and proletarian youth 
with confidence and trust in our Party as the only 
leader of the proletariat. 

We must go a step further in our methods to 
establish the Red united front of all workers, from all 
camps, for the common class struggle. We must 
convince the $.D.P. workers, by comradely explana- 
tion and by pointing out the lessons of their own 
experience in the common struggle, of the treacherous 
réle their leaders are playing and of the fact that we 
alone, that only the Communist Party is prepared to 
go through thick and thin for the class interests of the 
proletariat. 

We must propose to the Social-Democratic workers 
everywhere the most important militant demands as a 
basis for the establishment of the Red united front 
against the Briining-Severing regime, against the 
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and its supporters, 
against the Party of Hitler and the Social-Democratic 
leadership. 

Braunschweig offers the best example of the correct 
application of the policy of struggle for the S.D_P. 
workers and of the application of the united front 
policy as a fighting policy. The result of the 
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popular plebiscite there was reported by our Party 
paper in Frankfiirt as “Plebiscite turned down in 
Braunschweig,” a striking example of fossilised 
parliamentarian thought on the part of the editor. 
The Party and the revolutionary workers measure our 
advance in Braunschweig by another rule. For 
them, extra-parliamentary factors, such as political 
mass strikes , revolutionary demonstrations, a militant 
Red united front, etc., play the decisive réle. 
* * * 


This question of delivering the main blow against 
the S.D.P. is the core of Communist policy in 
Germany. We have shown in our political analysis 
why, as a result of the policy of the bourgeoisie, of the 
Briining-Severing Government, our fight against the 
S.D.P. is the central problem of our revolutionary 
mass work. Now we shall approach this question 
from another angle, closely connected with the first, 
but going beyond it and exposing to view the 
fundamental importance of this problem in its 
entirety. 

This is the problem of the struggle to win our own 
class. To every Marxist-Leninist it is clear that the 
first requisite of Communist policy is the struggle to 
win over our own class, the proletariat. Only when 
we have won the majority of the proletariat for 
Communism can we carry out our further tasks of 
attracting the allies of the proletariat from among the 
middle classes to the anti-capitalist front, and thus 
create the basis for the people’s revolution, in the 
sense given to that revolution by Marx and Lenin. 
Any weakening of that principle, any tendency to 
ignore the supremacy of the struggle for our own 
class, is a break with Marxism and Leninism. 

How did Lenin present this problem? In the 
debates on the programme of the Russian Social- 
Democratic Labour Party in 1902, Comrade Lenin 
explained his attitude to this question thoroughly and 
explicitly. Both in his criticism of the two draft 
programmes drawn up at that time by Plekhanov, and 
in his remarks on the draft programme of Martov and 
the commission set up later to go into the matter, 
Lenin clearly brought out the Marxist standpoint to 
the problem of the relation between the proletariat 
and all toilers. He draws the conclusions for the 
entire policy of the proletarian Socialist Party, and 
writes :— 

“TI am entirely at one with the view held by 

Comrade V.Zasulich that it is possible to win over 

a much larger number of the small producers for 

Social-Democracy, and to do so much earlier 

(than in the West) ...that we must do every 

thing that lies within our power to do that, that we 

must express this ‘wish’ in our programme 
against Martinov and his companions. ... 
“But we must not bend the bow too far, as V. 

Zasulich does. We must not confuse desire with 

reality, and what is more with that immanent, 
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essential reality to which alone our declaration of 
principle is devoted. It would, of course, be 
desirable to win over all the small producers. But 
we know that they form a separate class, bound, it 
is true, to the proletariat, by a thousand threads and 
transitional stages, but still a separate class. 

“It is, at first, absolutely essential to draw a line 
of demarcation between ourselves and all others, 
and to place on one side the proletarian alone, 
solely and exclusively ; only after that can we 
declare that the proletariat will emancipate every- 
body, that it calls upon and appeals to everybody. 

“T agree with this ‘ afterwards,’ but first of all I 
want the ‘ at first.’ 

“‘Among us in Russia the great sufferings of the 
toiling and exploited masses did not give rise to any 
popular movement so long as the handful of 
factory workers had not yet taken up the struggle, 
the class struggle ; and only that ‘ handful ’ can 
guarantee this struggle, can continue and extend it. 
Precisely in Russia, where the critics (Bulgakov) 
accuse the Social-Democrats (the Bolsheviks.— 
E.T.) of hostility to the peasantry, where the 
social revolutionaries chatter about the necessity of 
replacing the conception of the class struggle by 
the conception of the struggle of all those who toil 
and are exploited (Vestnik Rycckoe Revolutzi, 
No, 2) precisely in Russia must we, as the first step, 
draw a line of demarcation between ourselves and 
all others by a clear-cut definition, retaining only 
the class struggle, only the proletariat—and only 
then declare that we appeal to everybody, take up 
everything, do everything, extend our activity to 
everything. ... 

“The commission, however, ‘extends’ and 
forgets to delimit. And I am accused of narrow- 
mindedness because I demand that this extension 
should be preceded by delimitation. But, gentle- 
men, that is a distortion. 

“The inevitable struggle against the united 
critics and the somewhat more radical gentlemen 
of the ‘ Rucckie Vedomosti’ and ‘ Rucckoe Bogatstvo’ 
and the social revolutionaries, wil! demand of us 
that we draw a line of demarcation between the 
class struggle of the proletariat and the struggle (is 
it a struggle?) of the toiling and exploited masses. 
Talk about these masses is the trump card in the 
hands of all uncertain waverers, but the com- 
mission is playing into their hands. . . .” 

These words of Lenin, which sum up one of the 
most decisive principles of Marxism-Leninism , mean, 
when applied to the practical tasks of the revolu- 
tionary work of the Communist Party of Germany, 
despite the differences in the respective situations, 
that for us, too, the foremost and central task is the 
struggle for our class, the struggle to win over the 
proletariat, to win over its majority, its decisive 
sections. What conclusion must be drawn from this? 
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The conclusion that inevitably follows is that in 
order to win over the majority of the proletariat we 
must direct our main offensive against that Party 
which still possesses in the proletariat, the decisive 
mass basis for the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. 
That Party is not the Hitler Party, but the Social- 
Democratic Party. 
Unless we win victory in the struggle against Social- 
’Democracy, we cannot defeat Fascism, that is, we 
cannot fight successfully against the bourgeois 
dictatorship which uses Fascist methods. Unless we 
triumph in the struggle against the S.D.P. we cannot 
possibly accomplish our task of gaining a footing 
among the masses who follow the Centre Party and 
successfully assault and destroy the bourgeois 
dictatorship’s other pillar, the Hitler Party, the basis 
of whose mass membership is the middle class strata. 
These are the obvious conclusions to be drawn 
from Leninist strategy. 
Comrade Stalin, in his introduction to On the 
Road to October, wrote as follows :— 

‘But in what way did the Party exercise its 
leadership, what were the measures taken by the 
Party ? It followed the line of isolating the Parties 
of the Socialist-Revolutionaries and the Menshe 
viks, the Parties of compromise, considering 
these the most dangerous groups during the 
decisive period of the revolution. . 

“The struggle was no longer one between 
Tsarism and people, but between bourgeoisie and 
proletariat. During this period, the democratic 
bourgeois Parties of the socialist-revolutionaries 
and the Mensheviks, were the most dangerous 
social support of imperialism. Why? Because 
these Parties were at that time the Parties of 
compromisers, the Parties of conciliation between 
imperialism and the toiling masses. Quite 
naturally it was against them that the Bolsheviks 
at that time aimed their most formidable blows : 
for had we not succeeded in isolating the socialist- 
revolutionaries and the Mensheviks, we could not 
have been sure that the toiling masses would break 
away from imperialism ; and in default of such a 
breach, we could not count on a victory for the 
Soviet Revolution. There were many who failed 
to grasp the peculiar character of the Bolshevik 
tactics, who accused the Bolsheviks of harbouring 
‘excessive hatred’ against the Socialist-Revolu- 
tionaries and the Mensheviks and of ‘ disregarding 
the main issue.’ But the whole period of prepara- 
tion for October speaks eloquently in favour of the 
Bolshevik tactics, showing that on such tactics 
alone depended the triumph of the October 
Revolution.”’ (Leninism, Tactics of the Bolsheviks, 
Pp. 201-202 and 203.) 

All that has been said above with reference to the 
weaknesses in our struggle against the Social- 
Democrats as far as the principles of struggle are 
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concerned, as well as all that might be added concern- 
ing the insufficient application of the policy of the 
united front from below in regard to the Social- 
Democratic workers (a detailed enumeration of 
instances on this subject is not necessary here, as this 
question has already been discussed withint the Party 
elsewhere), prove that we are not yet giving sufficient 
consideration in our practice to those fundamental 
rules of Leninist strategy and tactics, as described by 
Comrade Stalin. 

Of course, it is impossible to separate this question 
of the weaknesses in our struggle against the Social- 
Democrats as the main social supports of the bour- 
geoisie, from the question of the struggle for our own 
class, from the question of winning over the majority 
of the proletariat. For,as we had already stressed at 
the January Plenum of the C.C., the Social-Demo- 
cratic workers undoubtedly constitute our main 
reservoir, together with the unorganised workers. 
The recognition of this fact is of the utmost import 
for the work of the Party and especially of the 
Revolutionary Trade Union Opposition in the enter- 
prises, in the trade unions, and among the un- 
employed. 

* * * 

The question of the struggle for the majority of the 
working-class is most intimately connected with the 
question of the application of the slogan of the 
People’s Revolution. This slogan was not always 
fully applied in the way it should be. Even in an 
official document we find the impermissible formula- 
tion of a ‘‘ Triple Alliance between the proletariat, the 
peasants, the urban middle classes’ without mention- 
ing the hegemony of the proletariat (the Central 
organ of the Party even gave the resolution the 
following heading: “Triple Alliance of the Toiling 
Masses’’), We have already contrasted this with 
Lenin’s fundamental exposition of the question of the 
proletariat and the petty-bourgeois strata, the strata 
ofthesmall producers, At the XI. Plenum, Comrade 
Manuilsky made the following statements with 
reference to the concrete German conditions concern- 
ing the application of the slogan of the people’s 
revolution :— 

“Comrade Thalmann was correct when he 
pointed out in his speech that the task of winning 
allies to the side of the proletariat must not be put 
in opposition to the task of winning the majority of 
the working-class. These tasks are connected 
with one another in the closest fashion. The 
closer the Communist Party approaches to winning 
the majority of the working-class, the greater will 
grow its strength and influence over the other 
non-proletarian strata of the population. 

“But does that mean, comrades, that we must 
already do away in Germany with the slogan of the 
winning over of the majority of the working-class? 
Bynomeans. The winning of the majority of the 


THE COMMUNIST 


working-class remains the basic strategical task of 

the Communist Party of Germany, for we have 

still not won the majority of the working-class in 

Germany.” (The Communist Parties and the 

Crisis of Capitalism, D. Z. Manuilsky, XI. Plenum, 

page 117.) 

This is true beyond dispute. But it is likewise 
true that the Communist Party of Germany did not 
always base its policy on the recognition of this truth. 
In other words, in applying the slogan of people’s 


revolution in accordance with working-class policy, we 


did not always sufficiently stress the fact that it was 
synonymous with proletarian, socialist revolution. 
Mistakes in this direction however, are a violation of 
the strategic task, our main and principal task of 
winning the majority of the proletariat and developing 
the fundamental class line of our policy, which 
constitutes the essence of a Marxist-Leninist Party. 
This is a violation of the very principles which Lenin 
so determinedly and so strongly defended in his 
observations on the programme of the Russian Social- 
Democratic Party (later Bolsheviks.—E. Th.). Are 
we making such mistakes ? They occur with special 
frequency in the periodical, The Propagandist. In 
its December issue, 1930, an editorial, entitled 
People’s Revolution Against Fascism, discusses the 
question of what forces ‘‘must be mobilised in the 
struggle against Fascism and to prevent its victory.” 
The article correctly states that only the proletariat, 
the only class that is revolutionary to the end is 
capable of overthrowing the capitalist system and of 
putting a Socialist system in its place. But further 
on we read as follows :— 

“But does this mean that the proletariat can and 
must consummate its Socialist revolution alone, 
without allies ? Certainly not in those countries 
where the petty-bourgeoisie constitutes a great 
portion of the population ; and this is the rule in all 
countries on the European Continent. Here, 
above all, the most important point to be considered 
in the question of the strategy and tactics of the 
proletarian revolution is the winning over of the 
petty-bourgeois strata for the proletarian revolution 
or at least to make them neutral.” 

Compare this formula with the inexorable clarity 
of Lenin. It will then be seen that the revolutionary 
strategy is here presented upside-down. Lenin 
clearly emphasises the “at first”: the demand that 
“‘a line of demarcation be drawn between the prole- 
tariat and other classes,”’ ‘‘only afterwards”’ are we to 
declare that we will call upon all, will accept everyone, 
will extend in every direction.” Instead of this The 
Propagandist writes : “The main issue, above all, is 
to win over the petty-bourgeois strata to the prole- 
tarian revolution, or at least to neutralise them.”” The 
question of extending to include our allies, a problem 
which is very important and must not be under- 
estimated by any means, is here elevated to the 
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central question of revolutionary tactics and strategy, 
which is, above all. This means that the slogan of a 
People’s Revolution is not being interpreted in the 
sense in which Marx and Lenin understood it, not in 
accordance with working class policy, but in the sense 
of a “popular revolution,”’ which has nothing in 
common with Marxism and Leninism. 

Other formulations in the same article go to prove 
that this was not a mereslip of the pen, but a deviation 
“inadvertent” and “unconscious,” perhaps, from the 
Leninist strategy. The article presents the concept 
of a people’s revolution within the framework of the 
Russian October Revolution, states that this concept 
is ‘indispensable in all highly developed capitalist 
countries, particularly in Germany,” and goes on to 
Say : 

“For this concept contains the concept of the 
hegemony of the proletariat, its leadership of all 
exploited sections of the population, above all, the 
masses of the working peasantry, in the struggle 
against capitalist exploitation and oppression. If 
the proletariat really desires to exercise its hegemony 
its réle as the vanguard of all the exploited, it 
must organise the people’s revolution. This is 
especially important at the present time, when the 
petty-bourgeois mass basis of Fascism must be 
undermined, and when it must be our task to 
wrench the toilers in town and country away from 
the National-Socialists and from Fascism in 
general and make them allies of the proletariat.” 

It would follow then that the concept of people’s 
revolution contains the concept of the hegemony of 
the proletariat. A convenient method indeed! For 
if the hegemony of the proletariat is “directly” 
contained in the concept of people’s revolution, if it 
‘lurks’? within it, the proletariat and its party has 
already rid itself of every difficulty in establishing this 
hegemony of the proletariat. And in actual fact the 
writer of the article in the Propagandist teaches us 
that in order to realise its hegemony the proletariat 
need simply ‘‘Organise the people’s revolution.”’ The 
modest reader, the ordinary propagandist and party 
worker, is certainly curious to know how this is to be 
done. But the editorial writer in the Propagandist 
keeps this knowledge to himself (assuming he has 
such) and discloses nothing but the meaningless 
phrase “‘the proletariat must organise the people’s 
revolution,” To cap the climax in this jumble of 
words, the very next sentence boldly leaps over to the 
question of the “‘petty-bourgeois mass basis of 
Fascism.” 

The writer does not say a word about how the 
proletariat becomes the advance guard of all the 
exploited, or how the hegemony of the proletariat is 
actually to come into being. We do not expect a 
concrete or practical answer to this question, because 
the whole treatment of the problem is entirely too 
“learned,” in the bad sense of the term, because the 
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writer is dealing with pure abstractions in a schematic 
way; but the editorial in the Propagandist should 
have cited at least one theoretical reference, if the 
words “‘hegemony of the proletariat’ were not meant 
to be an empty phrase. This, however, is really the 
case, 

The article simply ignores the fact that the 
proletariat, under the leadership of the Communist 
Party, realises its hegemony over all the toilers only 
by carrying out its policy, the policy of the working 
class without compromise, without dilution, only by 
being revolutionary to the end, 


Opposed to this liberal dilution of the slogan of 
people’s revolution we find in the January issue,1931, 
of the same periodical, an article from the pen of 
Comrade J.L. entitled The Fascist Dictatorship and 
the Propaganda of the Anti-Fascist Struggle, a correct 
and Leninist treatment of the problem of the 
hegemony of the proletariat over the rest of the 
toilers. 


This article contains certain errors with regard to 
other questions (revolutionary situation and so forth) 
which, however, were corrected at the January Plenum 
of the C.C. It contributes, however, the following 
to the problem of the hegemony of the proletariat : 
this hegemony can only become a fact when the 
proletarian mass struggle itself, accompanied 
by strikes and demonstrations of the unemployed, 
assumes sharper forms, embraces broader masses and 
“thereby shows to the intimidated masses of the 
peasants and petty-bourgeoisie, that there is a force 
which is more powerful than the capitalist oppressors, 
the force of the revolutionary proletariat.” 


This attitude is correct, for the small producers in 
town and country, the working peasants and needy 
middle classes, cannot be deemed allies of the 
revolutionary proletariat under all circumstances; their 
class position is such that they are just as likely to be 
allies of reaction. According to Lenin, they become 
allies only to the extent that they “renounce” 
capitalism, to the extent that we succeed in ‘“‘winning 
them over” to the side of the proletariat. To forget 
this fact is tantamount to slurring over the réle of the 
proletariat, as the only class revolutionary to the end, 
even if this réle is recognised in words. 


Insufficient comprehension of these conditions 
under which the slogan of people’s revolution can be 
applied in the Marxist-Leninist way is found, not 
only in the above-mentioned article, but in a number 
of other issues of the Propagandist. In an article by 
Comrade A. E. on Proletarian Revolution and People’s 
Revolution, which appeared in the February issue, 
1931, the “‘people’s revolution” is presented as the 
equivalent of the “spontaneous rising of the masses’’ 
which only thereafter is to be transformed into the 
proletarian revolution by the proletariat coming 
forward in its réle of organiser and political leader. 
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This may indicate the tasks for the first part of the 
bourgeois revolutions of the middle of the nineteenth 
century, but it strikingly indicates the utter con- 
fusion that obtains concerning the slogan of people’s 
revolution. The fact that a few correct formulations 
follow later in the same article by no means serves to 
eliminate this confusion. 


We are dealing here not with casual, or only 
incidental deviations, but with real errors. This is 
proved by the leading articles in the July issue, 1931, 
of the Propagandist, in which we read the following : 


“The masses—the people enter upon the 
struggle against the bourgeois state, against 
bourgeois class domination, against the bourgeois 
system of society.” 


“The masses—the people want to fight. Already 
thousands upon thousands of workers who for 
decades have been organised Social-Democrats, 
cry: ‘‘Rather a terrible end than terror without 
end.” 


What a babel of tongues, what garbling and dis- 
tortion of words from their accepted meaning, is 
hidden here! First he speaks of the “‘masses,’’ then 
of the “people” and then again of the ‘‘Social- 
Democratic workers.” No one will deny that such 
phrasemongering has nothing in common with the 
task of maintaining Marxist-Leninist clarity and 
precision in definition and analysis. This is not 
“Marxist-Leninist propaganda,” as the cover of this 
periodical proclaims, but the exact opposite: The 
confusion of all Marxist-Leninist concepts. 


These egregious theoretical blunders are continued 
in the editorial in the November issue, 1931, of the 
Propagandist, where we find inter alia statements like 
the following in the leading article by A.E. :— 


“What is the bourgeois revolution? It is # 
political revolution and not a social revolution.” 
And again elsewhere in the same article :— 


“If in November, 1918, only the bourgeois 
revolution had been on the order of the day, the 
treachery of the Social-Democracy would not be so 
outrageous, and ‘its ” November ‘ conquests ’” so 
enormous.” 


This is a complete opportunist falsification of the 
Marxist theory according to which every revolution 
(including a bourgeois revolution) is a social revolu- 
tion. Moreover, this signifies a clean break from the 
Leninist presentation of the question of the réle of 
the proletariat in the bourgeois revolution. A.E. 
virtually seeks to prove that in a bourgeois revolution 
the Social-Democratic Party of Germany, i.e., 
reformism , would provide a suitable leadership for the 
working-class. In so doing he belies all the experi- 
ences of the Bolsheviks in their struggle with 


THE COMMUNIST 


Menshevism during the Russian revolution of 1905- 
1906, and all the statements of the Comintern with 
regard to the réle of the Second International and its 
Parties in the bourgeois democratic revolutions in 
recent years (China, Spain, etc.). He is but a 
newly-hatched ‘‘theoretician’’ who is seeking to 
smuggle the Social-Democratic eggshells from which 
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he has been unable to liberate himself, into our rank: 
in the guise of ‘‘Leninism,”’ 

Naturally our Party must decisively oppose sucl 
deviations and mistakes, must overcome these fals 
conceptions and must create clarity as quickly as 
possible. 

(To be continued.) 


THE FIGHT AGAINST GROUP SPIRIT AND GROUP 
PRACTICE IN THE FRENCH COMMUNIST PARTY 


By SCHAVAROSCH. 


(1)—-THE GROUP MALADY AND THE IMMEDIATE 
OBJECTIVES IN THE FIGHT AGAINST IT. 


OR some months the members of the C.P. of 
France have been strenuously combating an 
internal malady of the Party known as the group or 
clique spirit, the group method or system. With 
varying acuteness, the administrative organs of almost 
every grade of the Party have been, and still are— 
though the cure is now under way—afflicted by this 
malady: the Central Committee and its Political 
Bureau—that is the Party Executive machine; the 
directing forces of the Party’s ‘“‘regions,” ‘“‘rayons,” 
and ‘“‘sous-rayons”; and even the nucelus com- 
mittees. Nor did the group malady spare the Y.C.L. 
This group-work has not sprung up overnight, 
There was a period in the development of the C.P.F. 
when open group-work on a public political (and 
therefore Leninist) platform was an aspect of 
political struggle for the stiffening and consolidation 
of the Party. It was carried out openly according to 
the tactics and with the support of the Comintern. 
It called into action all healthy elements in the Party 
against the various opportunist tendencies, and 
through this open struggle the political education of 
the Party was carried on. At this particular period 
the militants of the Y.C.L. gave enormous assistance 
to the Party in its fight against the Right-wing 
opportunists. By means of their well-timed political 
activity they gained the confidence of the Party and of 
the Comintern, and it was in consequence natural for 
many of these Y.C.L. militants to have received 
responsible posts in the Party leadership. Thus the 
active forces of Y.C.L. leadership were to have been 
welded to the best directive sections of the Party— 
those whose political activity and tactics had been 
accurate and in conformity with Comintern tactics. 
Unfortunately, this welding was not satisfactorily 
carried out. Such Y.C.L. militants as Barbé, Celor, 
Lozeray, etc., instead of making, from the moment 
they received responsible positions in Party leader- 
ship, every possible effort to become part and parcel 
of the Party, withdrew into a narrow clique, a small 
circle of friends, which in relation both to the Party 


and the Comintern acted in an intensely con- 
spiratorial fashion. From this moment the sectarian 
political degeneration of these militants set in, and 
their group became the prime mover in the propaga- 
tion of the group malady, an evil which in the last two 
years has shown itself to be an ever-increasing danger 
to the development of the C.P.F., and a serious 
stumbling-block in the way of its political activity. 
During the last two years the ‘‘clique-spirit” has 
made progressive development, and has finally, in 
spite of the repeated interventions of the Comintern 
Executive Committee, become the current practice 
in the Party’s internal life. The regular executive 
organs of the Party (central, regional, rayons and 
sous-rayons) ceased to function regularly and 
normally as collective organs for leadership and 
achievement. More and more they were being 
threatened with abolition by this system of small 
groups of friends which solve and empirically settle 
all questions and problems and which in effect 
control Party organisations. This system of cliques 
of militants who systematically abused their power by 
arbitrary nominations for leaders and by co-options 
was increasingly having the result that the decisions 
both of the Party E.C. and of the Comintern remained 
unapplied and no regular Party organisation attended 
to their effective application. 

The group led by Barbé was “Left-wing sectarian.” 
But by attempting to turn the Party in the direction of 
Left-wing sectarian opportunism, by thus severing 
the Party from the masses, it was preparing the way 
for the penetration into mass political work—in so far 
as any was done—of the narrowest empiricism, of 
Right-wing opportunism. 

The group malady is intimately connected with the 
C.P.F.’s backwardness in relation to the rhythm of 
events and to the Party’s tasks. ‘This backwardness, 
which has time and again been pointed out to the 
C.P.F., while being largely a consequence of the 
group malady in its broadest sense, at the same time 
offers a favourable soil for the spread of this malady. 
This mutual interdependence of the backwardness of 
the Party and the intensification of the group malady 
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must be stressed because from triumph over this 
backwardness will also come the complete cure of the 
Party and of its group malady ; and vice versa, the 
disappearance of the group spirit will create the chief, 
first condition for conquering the backwardness 

The French Central Committee did react. It 
realised at last the seriousness of the danger brought 
about by the group spirit. And it was at that precise 
moment, when the question of the group malady was 
forcibly, brutally thrust forward, that the existence 
was revealed of the Barbé-Celor-Lozeray group, a 
closed group formed of several members of the 
Political Bureau and of the Central Committee which 
was setting itself up above the regular directive organs 
of the Party. No doubt the group malady from 
which the C.P.F. is suffering cannot be and is not 
restricted sclely to the B.C.L. group. But because 
the latter had for many years been leading an 
organised semi-conspiratorial life, and because it was 
directed by militants who had received from the 
Party the most responsible of tasks, the preponderat- 
ing tasks in Party leadership during the last two years, 
it is this group which in the eyes of the Party and of 
the Comintern bears to-day the heaviest respon- 
sibility not only for the growth of the group spirit in 
the Party, but for its general condition and for its 
backwardness. 

It is therefore quite natural and comprehensible for 
the most pointed criticism and the severest blows in 
the struggle against the group malady to be specially 
concentrated at the present time on the B.C.L. group. 
Natural and comprehensible also is the indignation of 
Party members, and particularly of the Communist 
“prolos” of the rank and file, against the handful of 
militants who form the group and who had done the 
Party so much harm, 

Already the campaign waged against the group 
malady in the heart of the Party is beginning to show 
appreciable results. The rank and file of the Party 
is speaking up. In many districts, and most 
especially in the Paris district of the Party, discussion 
of the group malady is more and more turning into 
self-critical examination of the flaws in Party activity, 
of the errors and weaknesses of the work of organisa- 
tion. And more and more there is becoming 
apparent a comforting sense of the return to normal 
in the functioning of the different organs and in 
their inter-relations. The attainment of these 
primary improvements—due almost entirely to the 
active co-operation of all militant Party members—is 
an indication that the group malady will be overcome. 

But the group malady is far from being wholly 
eliminated merely by the exposure and dissolution of 
the Barbé group. Neither has it completely dis- 
appeared—nor can it do so—because the members of 
the Barbé group have made oral or written declara- 
tions in which they admit their mistakes and promise 
to help the Party to overcome the evil and recreate 
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its own activity. To defeat the group malady 
entirely and radically to transform the situation the 
Party will have to make strenuous efforts for many 
months yet, because, as has been said above, the 
group malady is closely bound up with the Party’s 
backwardness, of which it is at one and the same time 
a cause and a consequence. The Party as a whole 
must seize upon the salutary lessons of this test it has 
had to undergo, as made manifest in the part played 
in the Party by the Barbé group. All possible and 
necessary clarity of thought must be brought to bear 
upon it. Open discussion on this line has not yet 
produced this clarity and has not yet picked out with 
the precision which is indispensable those most 
essential political and organisational problems which 
should be brought to the fore by the struggle against 
the group evil. The fight against the group malady 
is an essential part of the campaign for the stiffening 
and reinforcement of the Party. The fight against 
the group evil is the fight for the purification of the 
atmosphere in the heart of the Party, for the return to 
normal functioning of the regular Party organs, for 
the establishment of collective work in all such 
organs, and above all, for the creation and reinforce- 
ment of Party public opinion and of the authority, 
initiative and feeling of responsibility of every Party 
organ and organisation, from the Central Committee 
to the smallest of factory nuclei. 


(2)—THE IDEOLOGY AND POLITICAL PRACTICE OF THE 
BARBE GROUP. 


The Barbé group represents the most concrete, the 
most highly developed manifestation of the group 
malady. It was a closed, organised group. It used 
to discuss and deliberate within itself all political 
questions, all Party tasks. It made decisions. It 
paved the way for the interventions which its members 
were to make within the central organs of the 
Party. It had its own group discipline, which took 
precedence over Party or Comintern discipline. It had 
not yet elaborated in writing a political platform. 
That is why most of the militants in the group now 
admit, in their declarations of repentance, that they 
were merely a group with no real principles. It 
would, however, be incorrect to consider that in 
actual fact the group had no platform. There 
remains its political practice. There remains the 
articles, pamphlets and documents written by the 
militants of this group. Upon examination of all 
this a whole platform, a whole ideology become 
apparent. It is therefore necessary to examine the 
principal elements in the group’s ideology, the 
principal moments in its political practice. 

In their analysts of the political situation in France 
and of immediate probabilities, the militants of the 
group constantly betrayed pronounced left-wing 
sectarianism. ‘They had replaced serious analysis by 
undialectical cliches. In Humanité, in the Com- 
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munist Fortnightly, and in documents this group’s 
militants kept pointing out that already—at the end of 
1930—France was in a state of revolutionary crisis, at 
the breakdown of the system. This was linked up 
with the crisis in the ministry at that time, Barbé 
himself at the Eleventh Plenum of the Comintern 
Executive Committee, was forced to make the 
following admission, quoting from his own articles:— 


“The comprehension of the situation showed 
outrageous exaggeration. There were to be met 
among us men—some even in highly responsible 
posts—who in December of last year, and even as 
late as January of this, were speaking of being at 
the “height” of an economic and political crisis 
which was accompanied by ‘a rising tide of 
revolution.” (Losovsk1: ‘So power was actually 
within their grasp ! ”’).”’ 

“Tt is clear that, faced with such a concept, if one 
were logical the question of slogans and of our 
Party’s tactics ought to be quite different from the 
slogans and fighting tactics we are at the moment 
making use of. Had we that double situation— 
economic and political crisis in conjunction—then 
we should be able to set ourselves the problem of 
power and consequently of the armed struggle 
of the French workers against the class enemy.” 
(The C.P.F. before the International, p.p 53-54.) 


Concerning Fascism, the militants of the group held 
the same mistaken and formularised conceptions. 
Concrete facts of police and boss repression and of 
political reaction were taken to mean that Fascism 
was already triumphant in France. “We must not 
forget that it (Fascism) already exists in actual fact at 
the present time’’ proclaimed the pamphlet published 
by Agitprop. The fascisation of the bourgeois 
parties and movements and of the Socialist Parties 
received no concrete analysis ; the group let it be said 
merely that Tardieu is already bringing Fascist 
dictatorship into force, that Herriot would bring in a 
still more rabid Fascism, and Leon Blum the most 
rabid of all. 


Concerning strikes and the “Mass Political Strike,” 
we find among the militants of the Barbé group 
concepts reminiscent, from many angles, of the old 
Anarcho-Syndicalist concepts. Remember how they 
made ridiculous the policy of making every strike a 
political one, throughout the year 1930! How did 
these comrades regard the strike of May Day, 1930? 
As being already a mass political strike, a direct step 
towards the seizure of power. Or else they flung 
themselves into propaganda for the opportunist 
theory that strikes are all-sufficient, writing : ‘““There 
are not countless modes of conflict ; there is only the 
widest, the most unified, the most aggressive possible 
strike, to force capitalism to let go the tit-bit.” 


Thus in Anarcho-Syndicalist fashion did they 
distort not only the mass political strike, but the 
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significance of strikes for partial concessions, allowing 
at the same time the spread of the conception that the 


seizure of power by the proletariat could take place 
without armed insurrection. 


The proletariat’s struggle for partial concessions is 
another field over which the militants of the Barbé 
group took up erroneous and sectarian positions. 
For a considerable time they allowed the spread of the 
idea that the “fight for bread and jam” is out-of-date 
historically, that the workers will obtain nothing 
under a capitalist regimé. ji 


Thus by under-estimating the need for organisation 
and for the guidance of strikes for partial concessions, 
they were bidding fair to detach the Party from the 
real movements and struggles of the masses and to 
facilitate the task of the Social-Fascists in their 
deceptive manoeuvres to set themselves up as 
defenders of these concessions. The most striking 
case was offered by the attitude of the militants of the 
group at the time of the great movement for national 
insurance and the mass strikes against the workers, 
contribution. At this period the militants of the 
group defended the theory that it was not possible to 
obtain national insurance within the framework of 
capitalism, and that the dictatorship of the proletariat 
alone would give true national insurance. To-day 
Barbé admits his mistake and declares :— 


“Tt is correct that we have the greatest respon- 
sibility for doing away with the struggle for 
immediate concessions particularly in the national 
insurance movement, over which we persisted in 
developing in the Party an anarchist theory, viz., 
that there can be no national insurance under a 
capitalist regimé.”’ (Barbe’s declaration.) 

The militants of the Barbé group also demon- 
strated their sectarian deviation in the matter of the 
“united front” and of “‘class against class.” For some 
length of time not only were united front tactics not 
employed at a time of working-class conflict, but the 
group even omitted to mention them. Nor did it, 
being at Party headquarters, not react against the 
Leftist point of view that “Socialist factory workers 
and Socialist leaders are all Social-Fascists and 
ravening hounds of the bourgeoisie,” but it con- 
tinually glossed over and encouraged similar concepts. 
“Class against class” tactics were interpreted and 
applied by the group mechanically ; they renounced 
the “united front” and placed it in opposition to 
“class against class.” 


The policy of the twofold struggle against oppor- 
tunist dangers both right and left was long and 
stubbornly combated by the militants of the group. 
In this respect they pleaded the exceptional position 
of France. How did they put the question? At the 
time of the French Commission in May-June, 1930, 
Comrade Barbé upheld by Celor and Laribere, thus 
formulated his position :— 
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“Much has been said concerning certain 
formulas, for example, that of the ‘twofold 
struggle.’ Can this formula help our Party? 
May not this formula develop into a slogan which 
will on the contrary give rise to conflict within our 
Party and even prevent it from combating the chief 
danger in its ranks? We think that through this 
‘twofold struggle’ formula we are risking a 
dislocation of our Party, for we must not forget its 
formation and evolution.” 


In similar strain was written the leading article of 
Cahiers du Bolchevisme (No. 5, May, 1930) :— 

“Tt cannot be said, therefore, that there exist in 
our Party two battle fronts, as in the Y.C.L. The 
few Leftist mistakes that may be made by good 
revolutionary workers must be eliminated, but they 
cannot be classed with the Leftist chatter of certain 
braggarts who by this means attempt to conceal 
their opportunism, There is only one opportunist 
front, with diverse nuances, as we have stressed 
above, and the whole Party should struggle 
vigorously to smash it and attain in full the 
political tactics and practical tasks fixed upon by 
the Party, in full accordance with the Inter- 
national.”’ 


The group toiled manfully to impose a similar 
point of view on all the Party. Finally, being 
defeated, the militants of the group accepted, as did 
the whole of Party headquarters, the policy of twofold 
struggle. But in actual practice they maintained 
their previous positions. 

Not only did they not lead the fight against Leftist 
phraseology and practice, but they gave it further 
encouragement. It was these very militants who, 
barely a week or two after the French Commission— 
at which they had accepted the twofold struggle 
policy—launched the formula: ‘National insurance 
is impossible under capitalism.’”’ A few months 
later these militants suddenly launched the slogan 
“October revenge’ without making the slightest 
effort to prepare a strike. It was at the end of 1930 
that they announced the revolutionary crisis in 
France and let it be believed that the seizure of power 
by the proletariat had come to the forefront as a 
question of immediate struggle. Meanwhile they 
abandoned the strike movement and the fight against 
unemployment. They showed themselves to be 
passively sectarian concerning trade union unity. 
By giving up the struggle against the manifold 
serious manifestations of Leftist opportunism, 
remaining passive and confused about partial con- 
cessions, replacing the active life of the organisations 
by bureaucratic small-group methods, making 
decisions and taking action quite apart from the 
masses, the militants of the Barbé group were 
disarming the Party in the teeth of Right-wing 
opportunist dangers. And at the same time they 
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were objectively facilitating the work of the Social- 
Fascists in deceiving the workers. By vitiating the 
relations between the Party and the unions of the 
C.G.T.U. by a declamation about the directive réle 
of the Party, the militants of the group were objectively 
facilitating the disorganisational work of the Opposi- 
tion Minority Movement within the C.G.T.U. By 
diminishing the Party’s mass work the militants of 
this group were upsetting the Party’s intimate con- 
nection with the masses. And when quite recently, 
at the time of the campaign for and actually during 
the local elections, we witnessed a whole series of 
opportunist distortions of the class against class 
policy, we had the comrades of the Barbé group to 
thank for it. It must be confessed that they already 
realised it. At any rate, we have declarations from 
them in which they all—Barbé, Celor and the other 
members of the group—admit that they contributed 
more than anyone else to the strengthening of the 
Right-wing opportunist danger. 


But the Barbé group has already shown specifically 
Right-wing opportunism in the fight against French 
militarism and imperialism. 


The fight against the war danger, against French 
imperialism, for the defence of the Soviet Union was 
invariably under-estimated by these comrades. At 
best they were content to conduct momentary formal 


‘campaigns, and did not succeed in giving them a mass 


character. 


They displayed great passivity at the time of the 
trials of the Industrial Party and of the Mensheviks— 
trials which made startlingly clear the réle of French 
imperialism and its agents in the war they are pre- 
paring against the Soviet Union. They showed 
themselves passive in relation to the activity displayed 
by imperialist France in all the frontier countries 
round the Soviet Union. They did not offer 
sufficient concrete denunciation of the réle of that 
pacifist phrasemongering by means of which feverish 
preparations for war are concealed from the eyes of the 
masses, 

Above all, they showed an abandoning and slacken- 
ing of that anti-militarist work which in the past was 
exemplary in the C.P.F. And it was precisely in this 
field that the militants of the group, while having 
Leftist sectarian tendencies, displayed in practice 
their Right-wing opportunism, remaining content 
with several superficial general agitation campaigns. 
Relative to events in Germany and Spain, the same 
almost contemplative passivity was shown. And 
similarly in regard to the colonies. Yet if we bear in 
mind what French imperialism is doing and preparing 
it might be said that never in the past had a more 
serious situation existed, and that consequently 
never had the C.P.F. found itself confronted with 
such mighty tasks as at the present period, as far as 
the struggle to be waged against French imperialism 
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and its preparation for war on the Soviet Union are 
concerned. 


(3)—-THE GROUP AND ITS CONCEPTS REGARDING THE 
PARTY, ITS FRAMEWORK, MEMBERSHIP AND DISCIPLINE. 


The militants of the group made it clear in practical 
work and by the way in which they carried the 
responsible tasks entrusted to them that they had not 
yet understood what a Communist Party should be. 
Their object was not to make the C.P.F. a true mass 
Party, because they had become masters of the 
concept that the Party gains in quality in direct 
proportion to a drop in membership ‘“‘Quality is as 
good as Quantity” said they. Unprotesting, they 
allowed to be propagated all around them the theory 
that the Party should be a Party of “‘pure Bolsheviks,” 
of the élite. 


““A fall in membership? Yes, it is a fact,’ said 
close friends of the Barbé group, ‘“‘but a normal and 
salutary one, one explicable because we now have a 
more Bolshevik Party.”’ And they added, “‘but the 
elements remaining in our Party are pure ; those who 
have gone were the Social-Democrats.”’ ‘Fall in 
membership? Come, come! Nothing more 
normal | ’’ declared other elements akin to the Barbé 
group. “It is a result of the application of the class 
against class policy.”” Not only did they avoid 
unmasking and showing up such theories, they 
helped to maintain them, gloss them over, feed them. 

The militants of the group had also their concepts 
and policy concerning framework. In this field they 
applied the maxim : the group creates “leaders” ; the 
workers and their organisations have merely to 
follow. The group can nominate and co-opt 
arbitrarily. It does away with frameworks old or 
new, comrades old or young, and replaced them by 
“little leaders’? sympathetic to itself. This group 
already had its concepts concerning the “‘screen- 
frameworks.” Barbé had on various occasions 
during 1930 formulated this screen theory in the 
following way :— 

“We still have at the present time all the inter- 
mediate frameworks in Party regions forming a 
screen between Party headquarters and the Party’s 
proletarian basis.” 


The Y.C.L. and the réle of the group is another 
question that needs clearing up. The militants of 
the group, all former Y.C.L. leaders, like to proclaim 
themselves Y.C.L.’ers, as an echo from their Y.C.L. 
past. Sometimes they claim to represent the 
present generation. In point of fact they were 
detached both from working-class youth and from the 
general mass of the working-class. They had taken 
“vanguardism” from the Y.C.L. and turned it into a 
political system. At the very moment when the 
Y.C.L. is making concerted efforts to overcome the 
last vestiges of vanguardism and sectarianism, this 
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group takes over these vestiges and create from them a 
whole doctrine and political theory. Instead of 
egging on the Y.C.L. to become a widespread mass 
organisation radiating among every stratum of 
working-class youth in factory, field and army, the 
group attempt to infuse into the Y.C.L. their spirit 
and practice of select cliques with masonic manner- 
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THE GROUP SPIRIT AND THE C.P.F.’S WEAKNESSES, AND 
THE POSITION OF THE INTERNATIONAL. 


The directive powers of the Comintern had no 
knowledge until summer of this year of the existence 
within the C.P.F. of the conspiratorial group Barbé- 
Celor-Lozeray. Yet at the end of 1929 they had 
noticed that the C.P.F.’s political practice did not 
conform to Comintern tactics. No effort was spared 
to help the Party conquer its faults. The delegate 
of the C.P.F., because a sincere and earnest collabora- 
tor of the directive agencies of the Comintern in 
their attempts to help the Party in this direction, 
became the group’s bugbear. It began a systematic 
campaign against him. Meanwhile, there appeared 
further intensifications of Leftist sectarian dangers in 
the C.P.F.’s practices. In these conditions the 
French Commission of May-June, 1930, was convoked. 
The Commission comprised, over and above the 
French delegation, representatives from most sections 
of the Comintern. = 

In the labours of the Commission it was: necessary 
to analyse point by point every fault,every weakness, 
every error of the C.P.F., above all, in the field 
mass work, T.U. work, and particularly concerning 
the united front, the twofold struggle and practical 
organisational work. The need for collective work 
among Party organs, from the C.C. and P.B. down 
to and including the nuclei, was insisted on. The 
French comrades said they were convinced and on 
their own initiative made solemn promises to 
establish these reforms by the tenth anniversary of 
the Party. These promises were never carried out. 
The discussions between the Comintern Executive 
and Party headquarters still continued. Criticism 
and advice were constantly addressed to the Party. 
At the time of the Eleventh Plenum the situation was 
in no way improved. A fresh discussion with the 
French delegates. The group malady violently 
denounced. Leaders promised and vowed to attack 
it. But the leaders were visibly under the influence 
of the Barbé group, and did not suspect that the 
group existed, manceuvred, made use of fetid 
diplomacy, and double-dealing, and organised 
sabotage of all decisions and resistance to Party and 
to Comintern tactics. 

The balance sheet of the Barbé group’s political and 
organisational work with the C.P.F. is actually a. 
negative one on all counts. The militants of the 
group, holding for the most part directive posts in the 
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Party are before all else and more than all other 
militants, responsible for the general backwardness 
of the Party. They are responsible for the fall in 
Party membership ;_ they bear great responsibility 
for the fall in C.G.T.U. membership, because they 
did not wage with sufficient energy the battle against 
the anarcho-reformist minority movement. They 
are responsible for the fall in Y.C.L. membership 
because instead of helping the youth to overcome their 
sectarian concepts and policy they thrust them 
further in that direction. They are responsible for 
strengthening the Right-wing opposition danger 
within the Party. The balance sheet is negative as 
far as the anti-militarist struggle and the fight 
against the danger of war and against French 
imperialism are concerned. 

Such was the group’s policy on all fields. What 
were the results ? What is the general judgment ? 
Let Barbé himself put it into words :— 

“The balance sheet of the group” said Barbé at 
the sitting of the Comintern Presidium, “‘has been 
here drawn up. It is, unhappily for the Party, 
correct. Our group balance sheet is not only our 
political condemnation, but when all the harm 
done by the group is understood, it is even more 
serious than that ; if it were merely a question of 
condemning two or three Party comrades, the 
matter would be unimportant; but as I now 
understand that in actual fact the results of our 
policy have been to delay by at least two years the 
development of the Party, the results of our policy has 
been to disarm the Party.” 

The Barbé group, which has just, through the 
medium of its leader, drawn up the gloomy balance 
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sheet of all its activity, was therefore a select group 
having a conspiratorial existence within the Party. 
It accepted verbally the decisions and instructions of 
the Comintern, but in practice sabotaged their 
application. When the group and its existence were 
unmasked its militants attempted denial, but then 
admitted the existence of the select circle. ‘They are 
now swearing to correct their errors. We shall see 
what is the value of these promises in actual practice. 
The Party and its C.C. had plenty of reasons for 
taking strenuous measures to extirpate the group 
malady and abolish the Barbé group. That is not all. 
Because the group spirit must be stamped out, every 
part of the Party’s internal life and political activity 
must be tautened and made healthy. 


In order the better to carry out this work it is 
necessary to have an account of the Barbé group’s 
platform. Though they say they had no political 
platform and were a group lacking principles, we have 
seen that they did in fact possess a platform. The 
short analysis we have just made shows clearly that 
we are dealing with a whole series of political, 
tactical and organisational mistakes, which do in fact 
constitute a system, a policy, a Leftist sectarian 
platform. 


That is why, to carry on a good fight for the 
consolidation of the Party, for the abolition of the 


Barbé group and its political, organisational and ideo- 


logical posterity, for the strengthening of the Party’s 
resources against opportunist dangers, we must also 
sweep entirely away this sectarian, Leftist, oppor- 
tunist platform which is a cause of the spread of 
Left-wing opportunism. 
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JAPANESE IMPERIALISM IN ALL ITS INSOLENT 
NAKEDNESS 


(Concerning the Tanaka Memorandum) 


E print below the memorandum handed to the 

Japanese Emperor on July 25, 1927, by the 
Japanese Prime Minister, M. Tanaka. All the 
workers of the world who stand in defence of the 
Soviet Union should know this document. The 
workers and peasants of the colonies and semi- 
colonies should know of it. In particular the 
workers and peasants of China, Mongolia, Manchuria 
and Korea should be acquainted with it. 

We are seldom given the opportunity of examining 
the most secret, intimate documents of imperialists 
heading the Government of a “Great Power”— 
documents in which the Government throws off its 
mask and with suave candour lays all the rapacious 
programme and methods of action of its Government 
before the head of the State. 

The document is interesting because it gives us the 
key to an undetstanding of all that is going on at 
present on the Manchurian plains and gives authorita- 
tive confirmation of how near 1s intervention against the 
Soviet Union. It is interesting in that it shows up the 
unbounded, militarist plans of rapacious Japanese 
imperialism which is threatening us with a new world 
imperialist war. The document is interesting 
because it gives a shamefully bare-faced description 
of all the methods of bloody violence, robbery, 
oppression, lies, deceit and cunning used by imperial- 
ism to gain its own ends. It is interesting, again, 


_ because it shows how the imperialists are prepared 


now to rob even those whom they had, in the 
beginning, deceived into being the catspaw for 
carrying out their offensive, those whom they look 
upon as the “vanguard” of this offensive (in the 
present case—the Koreans). Finally, the document 
is interesting in that it wholeheartedly declares that 


- all this policy (which it describes itself as a policy of 
violence, robbery and deceit) has as its aim the’ 


“consolidation of our national defence in the interests 
of peace and order in the Far East” ! ! (page 738). 
In what way does Japanese imperialism, in 
accordance with this memorandum, intend to act 
“in the interests of peace and order in the Far East”’? 
As regards the U.S.S.R., Japan’s ‘“‘peace policy” 
is the following :— 
“If the Chinese-Eastern Railway belonging to 
’ Soviet Russia develops in this district then our new 
continental policy will receive a blow which will 
inevitably bring about conflict with Soviet Russia 
in the near future. Jn this case we shall again be 
obliged to play the réle we played in the Russo- 
Japanese War. The Chinese-Eastern Railway will 
become ours just as the Southern-Manchurian 


railway became ours, and we shall seize Girin as we 

seized Darien. It seems that the inevitability of 

crossing swords with Russia on the fields of 

Mongolia in order to gain possession of the wealth 

of North Manchuria is part of our programme of 

national development” (page 739). “‘If we look 
into the future we must admit the inevitability of 
war with Russia on the fields of North Manchuria” 

(page 740). “Having constructed this line, we can 

convert Dalai into a base for the offensive against 

Siberia along three roads: through Tuunan, 

Anchan and Tsitsikar. The riches of North 

Manchuria will fall into our hands” (page 740). 

“Manchuria and Mongolia, Eastern countries 

which are still absolutely undeveloped. Sooner 

or later we shall have to fight here against Soviet 

Russia. The fight will take place in Girin” 

(page 741). 

In these statements it is interesting to note that 
Japanese imperialism compares the coming war 
against the revolutionary Soviet Republics, which day 
by day grow stronger and stronger, with the last war 
against the Tsarist. monarchy which was entirely 
rotten to the core. The Japanese imperialists have 
already tried the feebleness of the weapons of the 
Tsarist army, which shed its blood in Manchuria, on 
foreign territory for the sake of the rapacious aims of 
Tsarism ; but they have not yet experienced the force 
of arms of the Red Army which, standing by the 
policy of the Soviet Government, will not fight for 
purposes of conquest but which, should Japanese 
hordes invade the territory of the Soviet Union, witl 
stoutly defend the land, without yielding an inch of 
the ground. The fact that the Japanese do not 
understand the fundamental difference between the 
Tsarist Army and the Red Army will, of course, only 
increase their determination to make intervention. 

As regards the United States of America, Japanese 
imperialism describes its “policy of peace” in the 
memorandum as follows :— 

“In the interests of self-defence and the defence of 
others (!) Japan cannot remove the difficulties in 
Eastern Asia, without pursuing a policy of ‘blood 
andiron.’ But in pursuing this policy we shall be 
brought up face to face with the United States, 
who are directed towards us by the Chinese policy 
of fighting against poison with the help of poison. 
If we wish, in future, to gain control over China, we 
must crush the United States, 1.e., behave towards 
the States as we did during the Russo-Japanese War. 
In order to conquer China, we must first conquer 
Manchuria and Mongolia”’ (page 735). 
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Here, again, Japanese imperialism, under the 
hypnosis of Japan’s old victory over the Tsarist Army, 
compares the future war against the United States 
with the old Russo-Japanese war. And this illusion 
only increases the reality of the future war between 
Japan and the United States. 

Therefore the strategic plan of Japanese imperialism 
amounts to this: First, seize Manchuria and 
Mongolia and make intervention against the Soviet 
Union. Then enter into war against the United 
States. But Japanese imperialism does not stop here. 
It dreams and forecasts no more and no less than the 
conquest of the whole world by Japan : 


“With all the resources of China at our disposal, 
we shall pass forward to the conquest of India, the 
Archipelago, Asia Minor, Central Asia and even 
Europe”’ (page 735). 

All this will be done, apparently, ‘in the interests 
of self-defence and the defence of others” and “‘in the 
interests of peace and order in the Far East.”’ 


While waiting to see how Japanese imperialism will 
in the future conquer the whole of Asia and “even 
Europe,” we might for the time being note the fact 
as to how Japanese imperialism in 1927 intended to 
act in 1931 (and how it has begun to act already) in 
China, Manchuria, Mongolia and Korea. In this 
respect the memorandum is particularly interesting. 
If as regards future prospects the author of the 
memorandum can be called a day-dreaming, im- 
perialist Don Quixote, when the question concerns 
near perspectives connected with the seizure of 
Manchuria and Mongolia and the war against the 
U.S.S.R., he gives a well thought out, concrete, 
military and strategical, economic and diplomatic 
plan of attack, which Japan has already begun to put 
into practice. 

As regards China, Japanese imperialism shows the 
same complete absence of any understanding of, and 
even completely ignores, the forces of revolution, 
as was the case in the attitude towards the U.S.S.R. 
The memorandum was drawn up in 1927, i.e., when 
the wave of revolution had already swept the South of 
China. Nevertheless the memorandum refers to the 
awakening of China only as a future danger. But we 
are not at the moment interested in the blind conceit 
of the imperialist, but in the question as to how these 
imperialist “civilisers’’ behave towards the awakening 
peoples. The memorandum runs thus :— 

“a more dangerous factor is the fact that the Chinese 

people may wake up one fine day. . . When we 

remember that the Chinese are our only purchasers, 
we must fear that day when China unites and her 
industry begins to flourish” (page 735). ‘‘We must 
from now onwards pursue our own military ends 
and seize the heart of Manchuria and Mongolia 
by divers ways, in order to be able on the one hand 
to destroy the military, political and economic 


development of China’’ (see what “‘civilisers”’ they 

are.—Ed.) “‘and, on the other hand, to prevent the 

permeation of Russian influence. This is the key 

to our continental policy” (page 738). 

It is well known that Japanese imperialism is 
carrying out its present military invasion of Manchuria 
under the flag of “defending the independence”’ 
of Manchuria and Mongolia ... from China. And 
this is how M. Tanaka in his intimate, secret 
document intended exclusively for the Japanese 
Emperor, explained how Japanese imperialism 
intends defending their “independence.” 

“Manchuria and Mongolia are the ‘ Belgiums ’ 
of the Far East. During the Great War Belgium 
was made the battlefield. In our wars with 
Russia and the United States, we must insist upon 
Manchuria and Mongolia bearing all the horrors of 
war. As it is clear that we shall have to violate 
the neutrality of these territories, we must at all 
costs construct the Girin-Hoiren and the Chan- 
Chun-Dalai railways . . .” (page 741). 

The memorandum, however, is not limited to the 
statement that Japanese imperialism will be com- 
pelled to violate the neutrality of Mongolia and 
Manchuria and compel them to “experience all the 
herrors of war.” It describes with shameless 
sincerity how Japanese imperialism having gained 
control of Mongolia, will rob her toiling masses :— 

“When there will be enough of our people in 
Inner and Outer Mongolia, we shall buy up the land, 
paying for it one-tenth part of its true value, and 
begin to grow rice there in order to increase our 
stock of foodstuffs. . . . When we have a large 
section of the land in our hands, there will no longer be 
any question as to whether Mongolia belongs to the 
Japanese or to the Mougolians. Backed up by our 
military forces, we can realise our positive (!) 
policy. In order to achieve this plan, one million 
-yens must be assigned from the ‘ secret fund of the 
war ministry ’ and 400 retired officers must be sent 
to Inner and Outer Mongolia. These officers, 
dressed as Chinese citizens and acting as teachers, 
must live among the population and gain the con- 
fidence of the Mongolian princes and so on” (page 
737): 

Japanese imperialism not only intended, and is 
intending, to rob the Mongolians by deceiving them. 
Japanese imperialism uses the same tactic of deceit 
and consequent robbery towards the Koreans, whom 
it wishes to use as its catsapw for military purposes in 
China :— 

“As a result of the freedom which they (the 
Koreans) enjoy in Manchuria, thanks to the 
imperfect police system (apparently perfection 
is not compatible with freedom according to the 
imperialists —Ed.), and also owing to the 
.wealth of the land, no fewer than one million 


THE COMMUNIST 


Koreans are to be found in the three Eastern 

provinces. . . . They cannot be compared with the 

naturalised Japanese in California, and South 

America. They have merely become Chinese 

temporarily. When their number reaches two- 

and-a-half millions and more, it will be possible to 
incite them, in case of necessity, to military action and 
we shall support them, assuring them that we are 

suppressing the Korean movement”’ (page 737). 

This is similar to what the English are doing in 
India, Persia and Afghanistan, etc., to what France is 
doing in her colonies, and the U.S.A. in Latin 
America! The memorandum further describes how 
Japanese imperialism, having used the Koreans for 
their own rapacious purposes, will then betray and 
rob them :— 


“If the Koreans come to this district (Southern 
Manchuria), we must offer them financial support 
through our trust societies and other financial 
organisations. These organisations must have 
property rights, and the Koreans will be limited to the 
right to work upon the land. Formally, however, 
the Koreans must have property rights. . .. Thus we 
shall, unnoticed, gain the contro! of the best rice 
plantations which our immigrants, i.e., the 
Japanese, must receive. They will have to displace 
the Koreans who, in their turn, will seek new lands 
which, in the future, will also come into the hands of 
our people” (page 748). 

It would be a good thing for the toiling Koreans, 
whom Japanese imperialism is using as a fertiliser for 
its coming harvest, to give consideration to these 
words. 


In general, in reading the Tanaka memorandum, 
it becomes absolutely clear that systematic deceit 
is as much an essential composite part of the policy 
of imperialism, as systematic violence and robbery. 
As regards Mongolia, the memorandum writes as 
follows :— 

‘Thanks to their cheap high quality wool which 
they have in enormous quantities, Mongolia is a 
potential source of enormous wealth. .. . We are 
hiding this fact from the rest of the world so that 
England and America may not begin to compete with 
us”’ (page 739). 

The document proposes that facilities be given to 
other Powers to invest capital in Manchuria and 
Mongolia, and comments on this point as follows :— 

“We shall thus allay international suspicions and 
cleanse the road for broader plans, and force the 
Powers to recognise our own special position in 
this land.” 

In defence of the need for creating a special 
department for colonial affairs, in particular in 
connection with the ‘absorption of Korea,” the 
memorandum states :— 
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“Tn view of this (in view of the lack of a special 
organ of control) constant differences of opinion are 
observed and it has been quite impossible to put 
through a secret policy. This has made it possible 
for international obstruction and Korean opposi- 
tion.” 


But how did Japanese imperialism correct this 
mistake ? In the usual way, by means of deceit :-— 


“Masses of propagandists arrived in Europe, 
America and Korea and declared that we recognise 
the independence of Korea and have no claim upon her 
territory. Asa result we have been able to retrieve 
international confidence once more”’ (page 747). 


In this piece of deceit, just as in the cause of 
expansion and annexation, the Japanese imperialist 
Tanaka offers unbounded prospects. 


“In inviting other Powers to take part in the 
development of the South Manchurian Railway, we 
can deceive the whole world (!!). Having done this 
we can move forward into Manchuria and Mongolia 
etc.” (page 745). 

This gives one an idea of the imperialist “civilisers,”’ 
when they bare and unmask themselves before their 
chief, behind the scenes. 


The Tanaka memorandum is of enormous interest 
and should be given wide circulation among the 
proletarians and peasants of the whole world; not 
only because it is of actual significance now, being an 
undisputed confirmation of the fact that Japanese 
imperialism is making direct preparations for 
intervention against the U.S.S.R. and against the 
Chinese revolution, but because it throws a strong 
light upon the basis of imperialist policy as a whole. 
The Tanaka memorandum is a true text-book of 
imperialism. The rapacious ends served and the 
cunning means used, according to the Tan 
memorandum by Japanese imperialism, are common 
to the imperialism of all the ‘Great Powers.”” When 
we are given the opportunity of reading the secret 
memorandums of any Prime Minister to his King, 
or to the President of the Republic, we may be sure 
that they will be as alike as two peas to the Tanaka 
memorandum. The proletariat of every capitalist 
country should therefore learn the nature of their own 
national imperialism from the example of the Tanaka 
memorandum until such time as they, having 
achieved their own October, they will be able to read 
the memoranda of their own late Ministers in their 
own Soviet State archives. But this memorandum 
must be read by the proletariat of all countries not 
only for the purpose of studying the nature of im- 
perialism. It should rouse them up to hasten on the 
moment when the whole system of violence, robbery 
and deceit which is called imperialism, shall be 
swept away. 


734 THE COMMUNIST 


MEMORANDUM OF THE POSITIVE POLICY IN 

MANCHURIA, PRESENTED TO THE EMPEROR 

OF JAPAN ON JULY 25, 1927, BY THE PRIME 
MINISTER, M. TANAKA 


Since the European war Japanese political and 
economic interests have been in an irregular state. 
This is due to the fact that we were not able to make 
use of our special privileges in Manchuria and 
Mongolia and entirely realise the rights we had 
gained. When I was appointed Prime Minister, I 
was particularly instructed to defend our interests in 
this sphere and to lose no opportunities for further 
expansion. ‘Tasks of this sort cannot be considered 
lightly. Since I, in my capacity of a simple citizen, 
have been in favour of a positive policy in regard to 
Manchuria and Mongolia, I have been constantly 
endeavouring to put this policy into force. A special 
conference was called for the purpose of working out 
plans for the colonisation of the Far East and the 
development of our new continental Empire, which 
worked for eleven days—from June 27 to July 7. 
All civil and military officials connected with 
Manchuria and Mongolia were present at this 
conference. The outcome of the discussions in 
which they participated was the passing of a resolution 
which we humbly present to Your Imperial Majesty 
for examination. 


PREAMBLE. 


Manchuria and Mongolia include the Fintuan, 
Girin and Hei Lun-tsiang provinces and Inner and 
Outer Mongolia. The whole of this district covers 
74,000 square miles with a population of 28 million. 
This territory is over three times as large as that of 
our own Empire without Korea and Formosa, 
although the population is three times smaller than 
ours. ‘The country is an attraction not only because 
of the sparsity of the population: nowhere in the 
world can there be found such rich forests, such a 
wealth of mineral resources and agricultural products. 
The South Manchurian Railway Company was 
specially created for the purpose of exploiting these 
riches and increasing our national glory. According 
to plans which should be equally advantageous both 
for China and for Japan, we invested no less than 440 
million yens in our railways, shipping, forestry, steel, 
agricultural and cattle-breeding undertakings. This, 
without doubt, is our biggest investment and strongest 
organisation. Although this undertaking is nominally 
in the collective possession of the Government and the 
people, actually it is entirely in the hands of the 
Government. In so far as the South Manchuria 
Railway Company is empowered with diplomatic, 
police and ordinary administrative functions for the 
purpose of putting through our imperial policy, it is a 
special organisation which has exactly the same rights 
as the Korean Governor-General. This fact alone 
speaks of the enormous interests which we have in 
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Manchuria and Mongolia. The policy being 
pursued towards this country has been pursued since 
the time of Emperor Medji, on the basis of his 
instructions, and is bringing about the development 
of a new continental Empire, which is essential for the 
further development of our national glory and the 
prosperity of innumerable future generations. 

Unfortunately, since the European war there have 
been constant changes in home and foreign policy. 
The powers of the three Eastern provinces have also 
become alert and, following, our example, are making 
efforts at reconstruction and industrial development. 
We have to admit that there have been astounding 
successes which have most seriously hindered the 
growth of our influence. This has placed us in an 
unfavourable position and our negotiations with the 
constantly changing Governments of Manchuria and 
Mongolia have been unsuccessful. Moreover, the 
Nine Powers Agreement, signed at the Washington 
Conference, limited our special rights and privileges, 
to such an extent that we lost all freedom there. 
Our country’s very existence is threatened. 

If these obstacles are not removed, there will be 
no safeguard for our national existence, and our 
national power will not develop. Moreover, sources 
of wealth are concentrated in North Manchuria. If 
we are going to have no rightto penetrate into Northern 
Manchuria, it is clear that we cannot lay hands upon 
the wealth of that country. Even the resources of 
South Manchuria, which we gained during the Russo- 
Japanese war, are severely limited by the agreement of 
the Nine Powers. As a result, while our people 
cannot freely settle in Manchuria, the Chinese are 
settling there in huge numbers. Hordes of Chinese 
arrive each year in the three Eastern provinces and 
they number millions. They so menace our rights 
in Manchuria and Mongolia, that our annual surplus 
population which is over 800,000 persons can find 
no refuge for themselves there. In view of this we 
have to confess our failure in the attempts made to 
establish equilibrium between the size of our 
population and our food supplies. _ If steps are not 
taken to stop the influx of Chinese immediately, their 
number at the end of five years will exceed six million 
and we shall then be faced with much bigger diffi- 
culties, in Manchuria and Mongolia. 

It must be borne in mind that when the Nine 
Powers Agreement was signed, which limited our 
freedom of movement in Manchuria and Mongolia, 
public opinion was seriously disturbed. The late 
Emperor Taischo called a conference at which 
Yamagata and other high officials of the army and the 
fleet were present, to discuss ways and means of 
fighting against this new obligation. I was sent to 
Europe and America unofficially to obtain information 
concerning the attitude of important statesmen on 
this question. They all considered that the agree- 
ment between the Great Powers was concluded upon 
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the initiative of the United States of America. The 
other Powers who signed the agreement had nothing 
against the growth of our influence in Manchuria and 
Mongolia, provided we remain in a position to defend 
our interests in international trade and international 
inyestments. Declarations to this effect were made 
to me privately by political leaders in England, 
France and Italy. Unfortunately, just as we were 
about to put through our policy and, with the 
consent of those whom I had interviewed during my 
journey, to declare the Nine Powers Agreement 
invalid, the Seiyukan Cabinet suddenly came to an 
end, and our policy could not be put through. We 
regret this very strongly. Having exchanged 
opinions with the Powers about the development of 
Manchuria and Mongolia, I travelled back through 
Shanghai. In Shanghai a Chinaman made an 
attempt upon my life. An American woman was 
wounded, but I, thanks to the providential assistance 
extended to me by the spirits of my dead Emperors, 
was saved. It is obvious that sacred Providence 
wishes me to help Your Imperial Majesty to open up 
a new era in the Far East and to develop our con- 
tinental Empire. ; 

The three Eastern provinces in the political sense 
are an imperfect stain upon the Far East. In the 
interests of self-defence and the defence of others, 
Japan cannot remove the difficulties in Eastern Asia, 
without pursuing a policy of “blood and iron.” But 
in pursuing this policy we shall be brought up face to 
face with the United States, who are directed towards 
us by the Chinese policy of fighting against poison 
with the help of poison. If we wish, in future, to 
gain control over China, we must crush the United 
States, i.e., behave towards the United States as we 
did during the Russo-Japanese war. In order to 
conquer China, we must first conquer Manchuria 
and Mongolia. In order to conquer the world, we 
must first conquer China. If we are able to conquer 
China, all the other Asiatic countries and the countries 
of the South Seas will fear us and capitulate before us. 
The world will then understand that Eastern Asia is 
ours, and will not dare to violate our rights. This is 
the plan entrusted to us by Emperor Medji, and its 


success is of substantial significance for our national 


existence. 

The Nine Powers Agreement is exclusively the 
reflection of the spirit of trade rivalry. England and 
America wanted, by means of their great wealth, to 
smash our influence in China. The proposal for 
the limitation of armaments is merely a means of 
curtailing our military power and depriving us of the 
possibility of conquering the huge territory of China. 
On the other hand, the wealth of China will be in 
their hands, exclusively. This agreement is a plan by 
means of which England and America wish to smash 
our plans. The Minseito Government made a great 
affair of this Nine Powers Agreement, and emphasised 


our trade rather than our rights in China. This 
policy is incorrect : it is a policy of national suicide. 
England can allow herself the luxury of talking about 
trade only because she has India and Australia, which 
supply her with foodstuffs and other goods. The 
same refers to America, for South America. and 
Canada satisfy her requirements. Their enérgies 
can be wholly devoted to the development of trade in 
China for the purpose of enriching themselves. But 
the reserves of foodstuffs and raw materials in Japan 
are becoming less and less as her population increases. 
If we put all our hopes upon the development of 
trade, we may be smashed by England and America, 
with their invincible capitalist might. In the end we 
get nothing at all. A more dangerous factor is the 
fact that the Chinese people may wake up one fine 
day. Even now, in these days of internal confusion, 
they can peacefully toil and try to mimic us and 
displace our goods, thus hindering the development 
of our trade. When we remember that the Chinese 
are our only purchasers, we must fear the day when 
China unites and her industry begins to flourish. 
Americans and Europeans will compete with us, and 
our trade with China will be smashed. The proposal 
of Minseito to leave the Nine Powers Agreement in 
force and pursue a trading policy towards Manchuria 
is nothing but a policy of suicide. 

Having studied the existing conditions and 
possibilities inside our country, we have to confess 
that our best policy amounts to taking positive 
measures for the purpose of safeguarding our rights 
and privileges in Manchuria and Mongolia. They 
will make it possible for us to develop our trade. 
This will not only hold back the industrial develop- 
ment of China itself, but will disallow the penetration 
of European Powers into China. This is the only 
sane policy, the best policy. 

In order to win real rights in Manchuria and 
Mongolia, we must use this district as a base, and 
penetrate into the rest of China under the pretext of 
developing our trade. Armed with already safe- 
guarded rights, we shall seize the resources of the 
entire land. With all the resources of China at our 
disposal, we shall pass forward to the conquest of 
India, the Archipelago, Asia Minor, Central Asia and 
even Europe. But the first step must be the seizure 
of control over Manchuria and Mongolia, if the 
Yamato race wishes to surpass itself in continental 
Asia. ‘The final victory will fall to that country which 
has sufficient food stores. Industrial prosperity is 
possible only in countries which are secure from the 
point of view of foodstuffs and raw materials ; the full 
development of national power is possible only in a 
State which extends over an enormous territory. If 
we pursue a positive policy, extending our rights in 
Manchuria and in China, all these conditions so 
essential to a mighty nation will cease to be problems. 
Moreover, our surplus population will be provided 
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for, amounting as it does to 700,000 annually. If 
we wish to begin a new policy and guarantee the 
permanent welfare of our Empire, we must pursue a 
positive policy toward Manchuria and Mongolia. 


MANCHURIA AND MONGOLIA ARE NOT CHINESE 


TERRITORY. 


From the historical point of view Manchuria and 
Mongolia are not Chinese territory or Chinese 
possessions. Dr. Yano has made a fundamental 
study of Chinese history and has come to the con- 
clusion that Manchuria and Mongolia were never 
Chinese territory. This fact has been made public 
to the world by the authoritative representative of the 
Imperial University. The investigations of Dr. 
Yano are so meticulous that there can be found no 
professor in China who disputes them. Never- 
theless it is a most unfortunate circumstance that in 
declaring war upon Russia our Government openly 
recognised the sovereignty of China over all other 
countries and repeated the same thing at the 
Washington Conference, when we signed the Nine 
Powers Agreement. Asa result of these two mistakes 
of ours, the sovereignty of China in Manchuria and 
Mongolia is now established in diplomatic relations, 
and our interests consequently suffer. Although 
China talks about the Five Races Republic, never- 
theless Tibet, Sintsiang, Mongolia and Manchuria 
were always in the past special districts, and the 
princes had their own customs rights. In actual fact, 
therefore, the princes held the sovereign rights. We 
must explain the true state of affairs to the world at 
the first opportunity. We should also have 
penetrated into Inner and Outer Mongolia in order to 
reform the country. While the princes carry on 
their former administrative functions there, sovereign 
rights are in their hands. If we wish to penetrate 
into these territories, we must look upon them as the 
rulers and negotiate with them concerning rights and 
privileges. We shall have a fine opportunity and our 
national influence will rapidly grow. 


OUR POSITIVE POLICY IN MANCHURIA. 


As for rights in Manchuria, we must take decisive 
steps on the basis of our twenty-one demands and 
attain the following in order to safeguard the rights 
we have won :— 

(1) When the agreement concerning trade leases 
expires in 1931, we must obtain the oppor- 
tunity of extending the period as we wish. 
Further, our right to lease land for commercial, 
industrial and agricultural purposes must be 
recognised. 

(2) Japanese citizens must have the right to travel 
through, and live in, the Eastern part of 
Mongolia and engage in trade and industrial 
occupations there. China must free them from 
subjection to the Chinese law. They must 
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not be liable to illegal taxation and illegal 
interrogation. 

(3) We must have the right to exploit nineteen 
coal and iron works in Fintuan and Girin, and 
also the right to exploit the rich forests. 

(4) We must have the first rights in connection 
with the construction of railways and the 
placing of loans for this purpose in South 
Manchuria and East Mongolia. 

(5) The number of Japanese political, financial and 
military advisers must be increased. We must 
have the first right to give our own advisers. 

(6) We must have the right to organise police 
stations for the defence of Koreans in China. 

(7) The term of direction and development of the 
Girin-Chanchung railway must be extended to 


99 years. Rsyhs, : 
(8) We must have the exclusive right to sell special 
goods, and the first right to support marine 
traffic from Europe and America. 
(9) We must be given the exclusive right to work 
up the mineral resources in Hei Lun-tsiang. 

(10) We must be given the right to build the 
Girin-Hoiren and Tsen-Tsin-Dalai railways. 

(11) Should money be required to buy up the 
Chinese-Eastern Railway, the Japanese 
Government should be given the first nght to 
offer a loan to China. 

(12) We must be given special rights in the Andun 
and Inkow ports and the right of transit 
transportation across these harbours. 

(13) We must be co-partners of the Central Bank of 
the three Eastern provinces. 

(14) We must have the right of exploitation and of 
pasturage. 


THE POSITIVE POLICY TOWARDS INNER AND OUTER 
MONGOLIA. 


Since Manchuria and Mongolia are still in the 
hands of the native princes, we must in future 
recognise them as the rulers of these lands and offer 
them support. Guided by this consideration, the 
daughter of the Kwantun Governor-General, 
Fukushima, risked her life by living among the 
barbarian Mongolian population in Tuschitu, where 
she fulfilled the réle of adviser to the local prince and 
thus served the Imperial Government. Since the 
niece of the Manchurian prince, Su, became the wife 
of the governing prince, the relations between the 
Government and the Mongolian princes have become 
considerably closer. All the princes of Inner and 
Outer Mongolia hold us in great respect, especially 
since we encourage them with special pitts and 
protection. There are at present nineteen retired 
Japanese officers in Tuschistu. We have already 
obtained the monopoly of the purchase of wool, and 
the exploitation of mining resources there. We shall 
send secretly a still larger number of retired officers. 
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They must be dressed as Chinamen, in order not to 


draw the attention of the Mukden Government. 


Scattered in various places, they may engage in 
agriculture, cattle-breeding and the trading of wool. 
We can behave towards other princes just as we 
behaved to the prince in Tuschistu. We must have 
our retired officers everywhere, in order to gain the 
control of the princes. When there will be enough of 
our people in Inner and Outer Mongolia, we shall 
buy up the land, paying for it one-tenth of its true 
value, and begin to grow rice there in order to 
increase our stock of foodstuffs. Where the land is 
not suitable for the production of rice, we can engage 
in cattle-breeding and breed horses, which would be 
very important in the military sense. In other places 
we can engage in the canning industry and export our 
goods to Europe and America. We shall also gain 
much by developing the fur and leather industry. 
Finally, Inner and Outer Mongolia will fall entirely 
into our hands. Since the question of sovereign 
rights is not sufficiently clear here, and the Chinese 
and Soviet Governments are engaged on other affairs, 
we can peacefully extend our influence. When we 
have a large section of the land in our hands, there 
will be no longer any question as to whether Mongolia 
belongs to the Japanese or to the Mongolians. 
Backed up by our military forces, we can realise our 
positive policy. In order to achieve this plan, one 
million yen must be assigned from the “‘secret fund 
of the War Ministry” and 400 retired officers must be 
sent to Inner and Outer Mongolia. These officers 
dressed as Chinese citizens and acting as teachers, 
must live among the population and gain the con- 
fidence of the Mongolian princes, obtain from them 
the right to engage in cattle-breeding and mining, 
and thus lay the foundations of our national interests 
for the coming hundred years. 


IN SUPPORT AND DEFENCE OF KOREAN IMMIGRATION. 


Since we annexed Korea, we have had very little 
trouble there. However, the declaration of President 
Wilson concerning the self-determination of races, 
made after the European war, played the réle of a 
sacred revelation to the oppressed nations. The 
Koreans were no exception and the spirit of dis- 
satisfaction spread throughout the land. As a result 
of the freedom which they enjoy in Manchuria, 
thanks to the imperfect police system,and also owing 
to the wealth of the land, no. less than one million 
Koreans are to be found in the three Eastern provinces. 
This development is extremely advantageous for us, 
and has considerably raised our influence from the 
economic and military point of view. On the other 
hand, this gives us fresh hopes in the sphere of 
administration for the Koreans. They will be our 
vanguard in the colonisation of untouched lands and 
will be the link which binds us with the Chinese 
people. On the one hand we would be able to make 
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use of the naturalised Koreans for the purpose of 
purchasing lands for growing rice, on the other hand, 
we could give them financial assistance through our 
co-operative societies, of the South Manchuria 
railways and so on, and thus we should be able to use 
them first of all for our economic penetration. This 
would mitigate our position in connection with 
foodstuffs and at the same time open up new possi- 
bilities of colonisation. Koreans who become 
Chinese subjects are only Chinese formally and they 
will probably return to us. They cannot be compared 
with the naturalised Japanese in California and 
South America. They have merely become Chinese. 
temporarily. When their number reaches two-and- 
a-half million and more, it will be possible to incite 
them, in case of necessity, to military action, and we 
shall support them, assuring them that we are sup- 
pressing the Koreanmovement. Since notall the Kor- 
eans have become Chinese subjects, in other countries 
it will not be known who actually brought about the 
disorders—Chinese or Japanese Koreans. We shall 
always be able to mislead world public opinion. 

Since it is possible for us to use the Koreans for 
this purpose, we must take measures to ensure that 
the Chinese do not use them against us. But 
Manchuria is as much under our jurisdiction as it is 
under Chinese. If the Chinese try to make use of 
the Koreans for war against us, we shall have an 
excuse for making war upon China. In that case 
Soviet Russia would be the most dangerous factor. 
If the Chinese use the “Reds” to influence the 
Koreans, then the outlook of our people will change 
and a great danger will threaten us. The present 
Cabinet, in view of this, is taking all precautionary 
measures against this possibility. If we want to use 
the Koreans for the purpose of developing our new 
continental Empire, we must work out our measures 
for. their defence as carefully as possible. We must 
increase our police force in North Manchuria on the 
basis of the Mitsuia Agreement, in order to be able to 
use this force in support of the Koreans and to help 
them to move forward rapidly. Totku Kaischa (the 
Society for the Development of the East) and the 
South Manchuria Railway Company must also give 
them financial assistance. The Koreans must be 
placed in specially advantageous conditions in order 
that they may develop the riches of Manchuria and. 
Mongolia and monopolise all rights of trade. The 
influx of Koreans into these territories is of such 
enormous economic and military importance, that the 
Imperial Government cannot fail to support it. It 
opens up new prospects for our Empire. Since the 
Washington Conference swept away all the advantages 
of the agreement concluded between Lansing and 
Ischi, our position can be restored only by the 
presence in Manchuria of several millions of Koreans. 
As regards international relations there can be no 
difficulties in this respect. 
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THE RAILWAYS AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF OUR NEW 
CONTINENT. 


Transport is the basis of national defence, the 
guarantee of success and the starting point of 
economic development. The Chinese railways 
extend over 7,200-7,300 miles, 3,000 of which are in 
Manchuria and Mongolia. Taking into considera- 
tion the size of Manchuria and Mongolia and the 
abundance of their natural resources, we may say that 
more railroads are required there, extending over no 
less than 5,000 to 6,000 miles. It is a great pity that 
our railways are concentrated mainly in Southern 
Manchuria and do not extend to the sources of 
wealth which are to be found in the northern part of 
the land. There are many Chinese in South 
Manchuria who are favourably inclined towards our 
military and economic plans. If we wish to develop 
our natural wealth and strengthen our national 
defence, we must build railways in North Manchuria. 
We can then send more Japanese to North Manchuria. 
From there we shall beable tostrengthen considerably 
our political and economic development in South 
Manchuria and strengthen our national defence in the 
interests of peace and order in the Far East. The 
South Manchurian Railway was built mainly for 
economic purposes. There are no circular railroads, 
which are so necessary for the mobilisation and 
transport of troops. From now onwards we must 
pursue our military aims and surround the heart of 
Manchuria and Mongolia with circular railways, in 
order, on the one hand, to smash the military, 
political and economic development of China and, 
on the other hand, to hold back the penetration of 
Russian influence. This is the key to our continental 
policy. 

There are two main railways in Manchuria and 
Mongolia: the Chinese-Eastern and the South 
Manchurian. As for the railroads constructed by the 
Chinese, they will doubtless be of huge importance 
now because of the financial support of the Girin 
Provincial Government. Based upon the combined 
resources of the Fintuan Government and the 
Heilutsiang province, the Chinese railways will 
considerably overtake our South Manchurian Railway 
in development and begin violent competition. 
Fortunately for us the financial situation in the 
Fintuan Government is extremely disturbed, and 
without our help the Chinese powers cannot put 
matters to rights. We must make use of this. We 
must take positive steps and gain our ends in the 
matter of railway construction. If we are able to 
manipulate, the banknotes of the Fintuan Government 
will become entirely worthless and the province will 
become bankrupt. The Fintuan powers will then 
be unable, of course, to think of developing Man- 
churia and Mongolia. But we must remember the 
Chinese-Eastern Railway. It forms the letter ‘““T”’ 
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with the South Manchurian Railway. This system 
does not answer our military purposes. If we look 
upon the South Manchurian Railway as the main 
branch, then the Chinese should build their railroads 
in the direction of North to South, which would 
answer their requirements. Thus our interests 
ought not therefore to come into conflict with the 
Chinese. Now that Russia has lost all her influence 
and is not in a position to penetrate into Manchuria 
and Mongolia, the Chinese must support us in our 
railroad construction. To our surprise, however, 
the Fintuan Government recently constructed two 
railways from Taguschin to Tunliao and from 
Girin to Hainin for exclusively military purposes. 
These two railways are extremely unfavourable for 
our military plans in Manchuria and Mongolia and to 
the interests of the Manchurian Railway. We most 
energetically protested. therefore, against this con- 
struction work. 

If in the end these railways were constructed, this 
is because our representative, equally with the 
representatives of the South Manchurian Railway, 
under-estimated the possibilities of the Fintuan 
Government. When we intervened, it was already 
too late and the railway was finished. The Americans 
tried to invest capital in Port Hulutao and to develop 


-it with the help of British capitalists. ‘The Fintuan 


Government made use of this and invested American 
and British capital in these railways in order to 
delivera blowatus. All we can do now is to await a 
suitable moment for opening up negotiations with 
China concerning these two railways. 

Of late rumours have been spread to the effect that 
the Fintuan Government intends running a road from 
Taguschan to Harbin via Tunliao and Fu-Yu. This 
will be a direct line between Peking and Harbin, 
which will not touch either the South Manchurian or 
the Chinese-Eastern Railways. More astounding 
still is the fact that they intend running another line 
from Mukden to Harbin via Hailun, Girin, Uchan. 
If this plan is carried out, these two lines will surround 
the South Manchurian Railway and limit its sphere 
of activity to the minimum. This will smash our 
political and economic development of Manchuria 
and Mongolia, the aim of the Nine Powers Agreement 
will be reached, and our powers limited. The 
completion of these two railways will make the South 
Manchurian Railway entirely useless. The South 
Manchurian Railway Company will find itself face to 
face with a real crisis. However, in the existing 
financial conditions China cannot construct these two 
lines farther north than the South Manchurian line, 
This should put us somewhat at ease. But if these 
two lines are built and the Chinese Government fixes 
cheap rates in order to compete with the South 
Manchurian line, then not only we, but the Chinese- 
Eastern Railway as well will sustain a loss. Japan 
and Russia, of course, will not permit China to put 
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through these measures of obstruction, the more so 
since the Chinese-Eastern Railway is largely depen- 
dent upon freight despatched from Tsitsikar and 
Harbin. 

The South Manchurian Railway does not answer 
our purposes. ‘Taking into consideration our present 
requirements and our activities in the future, we must 
have control over the railways both in North and 
South Manchuria. The number of Chinese grows 
so rapidly in South Manchuria that our political and 
econcmic interests sustain losses. We are compelled 
in the circumstances to take aggressive measures in 
North Manchuria in order to safeguard our prosperity 
in the future. But if the Chinese-Eastern Railway, 
belonging to Soviet Russia, develops in this district, 
then our new continental policy will receive a blow 
which will inevitably bring about conflict with 
Soviet Russia in the near future. In this case we 
shall again be obliged to play the réle we played in the 
Russo-Japanese war. The Chinese-Eastern Railway 
will become ours just as the South Manchurian 
Railway became ours, and we shall seize Girin as we 
seized Dairen. It seems that the inevitability of 
crossing swords with Russia on the fields of 
Mongolia in order to gain possession of the wealth of 
North Manchuria is part of our programme of 
national development. Until these hidden rocks are 
blown up, our vessel cannot move rapidly ahead. 
We must demand from China the right to build 
important military railways. When these railways 
are finished, we can fill North Manchuria to over- 
flowing with our forces. Soviet Russia will have to 
interfere and this will be our pretext for open 
conflict. 

We must insist on the construction of the following 
railways :— 

(1) Tunliao-Sheches Railway. This will extend 
over 447 miles and the cost of construction will be 
50 million yen. When it is completed it will be 
enormously useful in our struggle to develop Inner 
Mongolia. This, incidentally, is the most important 
railway line for us. Careful investigations by the 
War Ministry have shown that there are enormous 
stretches of land in Inner Mongolia suitable for the 
cultivation of rice. With this district properly 
developed, no fewer than 20 million of our Japanese 
population can live there. As many as two million 
head of cattle can be bred there, which we can use 
both for food and for export to Europe and America. 
Finally, there is the wool. The Mongolian sheep 
give three times as much wool as the Japanese. The 
South Manchurian Railway Company has made 
several experiments to prove this fact. The Mon- 
golian wool is far better than Australian. Thanks to 
their cheap high-quality wool which they have in 
enormous quantities, Mongolia is a potential source 
of enormous wealth. If we support this industry by 
developing the railways, the output will increase ten 
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times at least. We are hiding this fact from the rest 
of the world so that England and America may not 
begin to compete with us. We must therefore as a 
first step get control of the transport and then begin 
to develop the woollen industry. If other countries 
get to hear of this in advance we may find it is too late. 
With the railways at our disposal, we can develop the 
woollen industry not only for our own requirements, 
but for export to Europe and America. We shall be 
able to achieve our plans for the possession of 
Mongolia. This railway is a vital question for our 
policy in Mongolia. Without it Japan cannot play 
any réle in Mongolian development. 

(2) The Solun-Taonan Railway. This line will 
extend over 136 miles and will cost 10 million yen. 
If we look into the future of Japan we have to admit 
the inevitability of war with Russia on the fields of 
North Manchuria. From the military point of view 
this railway will not only allow us to threaten Russia 
from the rear, but will deprive Russia of the possi- 
bility of bringing up reinforcements into North 
Mongolia. From the economic point of view this road 
makes it possible for us to exploit the rich resources 
of the Tao-Erho valley and strengthen the position of 
the South Manchurian line. The princes of the 
surrounding districts, who are friendly disposed 
towards us, will be able to use this line to increase our 
influence and open up their territories to us. Our 
chances of co-operating with the Mongolian princes, 
obtaining land, mines and pasture-lands, and opening 
up trade with the native population, which is essential 
to our further penetration into the land, all depend 
upon this railroad. This, together with the Tunliao- 
Sheches Railway,will mean two railroads leading into 
Mongolia. When industry is fully developed we 
shall be able to spread our influence throughout 
Outer Mongolia. This line is dangerous, however, 
in that it can facilitate the migration of the Chinese 
into this new district and thus harm our policy. 
Remember the South Manchurian Railway. Does 
it not serve the interests of China? An important 
point is that the land and the mineral deposits lying in 
the neighbourhood of the railway belong to Mongolian 
princes. If we obtain possession of these lands and 
mines there will be no need to fear Chinese immigra- 
tion. We can even compel the princes to pass laws 
prohibiting Chinese immigration. If life becomes 
difficult for the Chinese, they will of course leave the 
place. There are other methods as well, by means of 
which it would be possible to prevent the Chinese 
from inhabiting these places. If we are sufficiently 
energetic, no sign of the Chinese will be left on 
Mongolian territory. 

(3) The Chanchun-Taonan section. As_ this 
railroad goes from Chanchun to Fuyu and Dalai, 
the line between Chanchun and Taonan will extend 
over 131 miles and cost approximately 11 million yen; 
This line is of enormous economic importance, for the 
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wealth of Manchuria and Mongolia is concentrated 
in North Manchuria. We shall obtain access to 
North Manchuria and help the South Manchurian 
Railway, thus aiming a blow at East China. The 
railroad passes through the valley of the River 
Sungari, where the soil is extremely fertile and there 
is an abundance of agricultural products. Near to 
Dalai are the Yuelian waterfalls which can be used for 
electrical energy. It is clear that this section of the 
railway will become a flourishing centre of industry 
and agriculture. Having built this line we can 
convert Dalai into a base for our advance upon 
Siberia along three roads : via Taonan, Anchan and 
Tsitsikar. The wealth of North Manchuria will fall 
into our hands. This line will help us to advance to 
Heiluntsiang as well. Together with the road 
between Chanchun and Taonan, this will form a 
circular linewhich will be of strategical importance in 
our aim to penetrate into Mongolia. The population 
here is very sparse, but the land is rich. For a 
period of fifty years there will be no need to use 
fertilisers. Having possession of this road we can 
control all the riches of North Manchuria and 
Mongolia. Here another 30 million people at least 
can live. When the Dunchuask road is completed 
and joined up with the line running from Hoiren to 
Korea, all products can be transported direct to 
Osaka and Tokio. In case of war, we should be able 
to send our troops into: North Manchuria and 
Mongolia through the Sea of Japan direct, which 
would give the Chinese troops no chance of penetrat- 
ing into North Manchuria. Neither American nor. 
Russian boats can pass through the Korean Straits. 
As soon as the roads between Girin and Hoinen and 
~ Chanchun and Dalai are completed, we shall be 
independent in the:sphere of provisions and raw 
materials. Jn case of war no country can interfere 
with us. ‘Therefore, when negotiations begin about 
Manchuria and Mongolia, China will have to submit 
and agree to our demands. If we want te put an end 
to the political existence of Manchuria and Mongolia, 
in accordance with the third phase of the plan of 
Emperor Medji, we must complete these two 
railways. Chanchun-Dalai Railway will considerably 
raise the value of the South Manchurian Railway and 
will itself be a paying concern. This is a most 
important beginning in our effort to penetrate into 
this territory. ' 

(4) Girin-Hoiren line. Although the Girin- 
Dunchuask line is already complete, the Dunchuask- 
‘Hoiren line has yet to be constructed. The narrow 
2ft. 6in. gauge which we have between Hoiren and 
Laod-Goigoi is of no use for the economic develop- 
ment of the new continent. Eight million yen must be 
spent to broaden the gauge in this part of the line and 
10 million yen on the construction of the Laod-Goigoi 
Hunhua line. This will cost approximately 20 
million yen. When this is done we shall achieve 
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success in our continental policy. Up to now, 
persons travelling to Europe have been compelled to 
travel either through Dairen or Vladivostock. Now 
they can travel direct from Tsen-Tsin over the 
Siberian Railway. When this enormous transport 
system is in our hands, we shall have no need to hide 


our intentions in Manchuria and Mongolia, which 


form the third phase of the Medji plans. The 
Yamato race will then go forward to conquer the 
world. According to the legacy of Medji, our first 
step was to conquer Formosa and the second to annex 
Korea. Now the third step must be taken which 
consists in the conquest of Manchuria, Mongolia and 
China. When this has been done, all the rest of Asia, 
including the islands of the South Seas will lie at our 
feet. The fact that these tasks have not yet been 
fulfilled is a crime on the part of your servants. 

The people living in Girin, Fintuan anda part of 
Heiluntsiang are called in history the Suchans. The 
Suchans are scattered along the sea coast and the 
valleys of the Amur and Tiumen rivers. During 
various historical epochs they were referred to as 
Kulayams, Suchans, Guebeys, Pals, Vots, Fuyus, 
Kendans, Bokhays, Nushens. They are a mixed 
race. The forefathers of the Manchurian dynasty 
were born here. At first they possessed Girin and 
then established their power in China for 300 years. 
If we wish to pursue our continental policy, we must 
take this historical fact into consideration and first of 
all settle in this district. Hence the necessity for 
building the Girin-Hoiren Railway. 

The decision as to whether this road should finish 
in Tsen-Tsin or Lochin, or even Sunitsi, will 
depend upon circumstances. From the point of 
view of national defence, Lochin is the ideal harbour 
and the ideal terminus. It is possible that this will 
be the best harbour in the world. On the one hand 
it will ruin Vladivostock and on the other hand it will 
be the centre of the riches of Manchuriaand Mongolia. 
Dairen is not yet our territory and while Manchuria 
is still not part of our Empire, it will be difficult to 
develop this town. As a result we should be in a 
difficult position in case of war. The enemy could 
blockade the Tsusima and Senshina Straits and we 
should be cut off from Manchuria and Mongolia. 
Having lost our resources, we should be conquered, 
the more so since England and America have been 
working jointly to cut down our power in these 
districts. One day we shall have to fight against 
America to defend ourselves and to be a warning to 
China as well. The American Asiatic Fleet whose 
base is in the Philippine Islands, would be near to 
Tsusima and Senshina. If they were to send 
submarines to these places we should be completely 
cut off from our Manchurian and Mongolian sources 
of provisions and raw materials. But if the Girin- 
Hoiren Railway were completed, we should have a big 
circular line around the whole of Manchuria and 


THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL 


Korea and a small line in North Manchuria. We 
would have complete freedom of movement in all 
directions and could send our soldiers and the 
necessary supplies in all directions. If we were able 
to supply all necessary materials to our ports in 
Tsuruga and Nigata, with the help of this railway line, 
the submarines of the enemy would not be able to 
enter the Japanese and Korean Straits. In this case 
nobody could interfere with us and the Japanese Sea 
would be the centre of our national defence. 

Having safeguarded the transport of provisions and 
raw materials, we would have nothing to fear from 
the American fleet or the Chinese or Russian armies. 
We could put down the Korean movement. I 
repeat, if we want to pursue our new continental 
policy, we must build this line. Manchuria and 
Mongolia are Eastern countries which are absolutely 
undeveloped. Sooner or later we shall have to fight 
against Soviet Russia. The fight will take place in 
Girin. 

In order to take the third step of the Medji plan as 
regards China, we must act as follows :— 

1. We must mobilise the army divisions in 
Fukuoka and Hiroshima and despatch them into 
South Manchuria through Korea. Thus we shall 
prevent the movement of Chinese soldiers to the 
North. 

2. We shall send the army divisions at present in 
Nagoia and Huansi by sea to Tsin-Tsin, and from 
there to North Manchuria by the Girin-Hoiren line. 

3. The Kwantun army will be despatched through 
Nigata and Chuchin or Login, and from there by the 
Girin-Hoiren road to North Manchuria. 

4. The army divisions at preent in Hokaido and 
Sendai must be despatched by sea from Aomori and 
Hokodato to Vladivostock, and from there by the 
Siberian railway to Harbin. They will stop at 
Fintuan, seize Mongolia and prevent the Russians 
from moving south. 

5. All these divisions will form two large armies. 
In the south they will occupy Shanghaihuang and 
defend it from the northward march of the Chinese 
troops. In the North they will defend Tsitsikar 
from the movement of Russian troops into the south. 
Thus all the resources of Manchuria and Mongolia 
will fall into our hands. Even if the war continues 
for ten years, we shall have no fear of being left 
without supplies and armaments 


Let us see how far the Girin-Hoiren road is from 
our ports. Taking Tsin-Tsin as the starting point, 
from there to Vladivostock would be 130 miles, to 
Tsuruga 475 miles, to Modji 500 miles, Nagasaki 
650 miles, Fusan 500 miles. 

Take Port Tsuruga as the starting point. In this 
case we must take Osaka into consideration as the 
industrial centre. 
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_1. From Chanchun to Osaka is 406 miles by land 
via Login and 475 miles by sea. The journey takes 
51 hours. 

2. If the journey is made through Dairen and 
Kobe, then Chanchun is 535 miles from Osaka by 


land and 870 miles by sea. The journey takes g2 
hours. 


If Tsuruga is the point of departure instead of 
Dairen, an economy of 41 hours is made. If we 
reckon 30 miles an hour by land and 12 miles an hour 
by sea, we can curtail the length of the journey by 
one-half, using the best ships and fast trains. 

Manchuria and Mongolia are the Belgiums of the 
Far East. During the Great War, Belgium was 
converted into a battlefield. In our wars with 
Russia and the United States we must make Man- 
churia and Mongolia bear all the horrors of war. As 
it is obvious that we shall have to violate the neutrality 
of these territories, it is essential that we build the 
Girin-Hoiren and Chandun-Dalai railways, as they 
are necessary for our military preparations. In case 
of war we can then easily increase our military forces, 
and in peace time we can transport thousands of 
people into this district and cultivate rice there. This 
railway line, therefore, gives us the opportunity of 
economic development and of conquests with the 
help of armed forces. 


The construction of the Girin-Hoiren railway must 
be completed during the dry weather. The road has 
to pass through granite mountains. In order to 
make the tunnels the most up-to-date machines must 
be used. There is plenty of sand, bricks, clay and so 
on in this district, so we shall feel no shortage in this 
respect in building the road. Only rails, trucks and 
locomotives will have to be brought up. For this 
reason it will be possible to lower the cost of con- 
struction by at least 30 per cent. and finish the work 
in half the usual time required. 


Careful investigations have been made by our 
General Staff Headquarters in the South Manchurian 
Railway Company, which show that in those districts 
lying along the railway, there are 200 million tons of 
timber. If we fell one million tons annually for 
import into our country, we can do this for a period of 
200 years. We shall then not require American 
timber, which costs us 80 to 100 million yen annually. 
We cannot speak of this openly, for if China and 
Russian hear that we receive so much timber from 
Manchuria, they will want to compete with us and 
will themselves take over the construction of this line. 
Moreover, the United States might purchase the right 
to exploit this timber from the Fintuan Government. 
America could then kill our paper industry. 

Girin was called the ‘“‘ocean of trees’”’ even during 
the reign of Emperor Tsian-Lunia. Since then new 
trees have been planted. It would be difficult to 
imagine the wealth of these forests. In order to 
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transport this timber from Girin to Osaka through 
Chanchun and Dairen, a distance of 385 miles has to 
be covered. We have to pay 34 cents for each cubic 
foot of timber. In view of the expensive cost of 
transport, we cannot compete with America. How- 
ever, if the Girin-Hoiren railway is constructed, this 
distance can be curtailed by 700 miles. We could 
then despatch our timber by sea to Osaka at the cost 
of only 13 cents per cubic foot. We should then, of 
course, displace America entirely. If we reckon that 
one ton of timber gives a profit of 5 yen, then two 
milliard tons of timber would make it possible for 
us, thanks to the railway, to easily make a profit of 
one milliard yen. We should prohibit the import of 
American timber to Japan. Moreover, thanks to the 
reduction in the price of timber, we should be able to 
make another 20 million yen a year through our 
furniture, paper, industries, etc. 

There are the coal-mines of Sinchin as well, with 
600 million tons of coal. In quality it is higher than 
the Fushun coal, it is easily obtained and from it 
kerosene can be produced, which we could use 
ourselves or sell to China. The Girin-Hoiren 
Railway would bring us several other advantages 
without the slightest difficulty. The coal would be 
an addition to that of the Fushun mines. With both 
these coalfields in our hands, we should have the key 
to the industries of China. We could make 5 yena 
ton on the transport of Sinchin coal to Japan. This 
profit would rise to 16 yen, if we use all the chemical 
by-products from this coal. If we reckon an average 
of 15 yen profit on one ton, we should obtain on an 
average 200 milliard yen profit. All this we should 
obtain exclusively as a result of the Girin-Hoiren 
Railway. Further, there are the goldfields along the 
River Mutan. As soon as the Girin-Hoiren Railway 
begins to work, the South Manchurian Railway 
Company will be able to make use of the rights it has 
gained in connection with the goldfields in Tsepigoy 
and the Girin industrial and timber resources. A 
huge quantity of agricultural products—oats, wheat 
and so on—can be had near to Dunhua. There are 
also to be found 20 wine distilling works, 30 factories 
working up vegetable oils andso on. All this can be 
ours if we build the railway. Along the railroad 
trade can be carried on with an annual turnover of 
4 million yen. The transport of agricultural 
products alone will not only cover all the exploitation 
costs, but will give a net profit of 200,000 yen a year. 
If we take into consideration the profits to be gained 
by the transport of timber, coal and by-products, we 
should obtain the figure of 8 million yen annually. 
Besides this, our position on the Manchurian Railway 
would be consolidated ; we should acquire rights in 
connection with timber, mines and so on and a huge 
number of Japanese would be migrated into North 
Manchuria. As a first step it is important to curtail 
the distance between Japan and the sources of wealth 
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in North Manchuria. It will take only three hours 
to reach Hailin from Tsin-Tsin. Three hours would 
be required to travel from Hoiren to Sanfin and three 
hours more to cover the distance between the river 
Tiuminula and Luntsintsun. In 60 hours we could 
reach the rich resources of North Manchuria. This 
road alone will make it possible for us to seize the 
enormous riches of North Manchuria. 

4. Hunchun-Hailin railroad. The road _ will 
cover 173 miles, and cost 24 million yen to construct. 
Along this line there are dense forest lands. This 
road is essential if we are to strengthen the Girin- 
Hoiren road and exploit the timber and mines of 
North Manchuria. It is essential if we are to convert 
Hoiren into a flourishing centre at the expense of 
Vladivostock. ‘To the south of Hoiren and to the 
north of Dunhua there is the Chintso Lake, which 
can be used for electrical energy. With this supply 
of energy at our disposal, we can gain control of the 
agricultural and industrial undertakings of Man- 
churia and Mongolia. The investigations of the 
South Manchurian Railway Company show that the 
lake can give at least 800,000 horse-power. With 
this mass of electrical energy we can easily conquer 
the industries of Manchuria and Mongolia. Rich 
resources will be available near to this enormous 
power centre, which will increase with phenomenal 
rapidity. We must quickly build this railway to 
facilitate the transport. The Sin-kai lake is in the 
possession of China and Russia, and can also be used 
for purposes of electrical energy. In order that these 
two countries leave our plans untouched, we must 
pass a resolution at the International Electro-Con- 
ference which will take place in Tokio this year to the 
effect that in no district should there be more than 
one power station. The paper factory—Odju—has 
also obtained considerable rights in connection with 
timber near Nigata and Hailin. This factory 
requires that a power station be constructed imme- 
diately on Lake Chinpo, and the Hunchun-Hailin 
Railway be constructed as quickly as possible, for 
then it would be possible with great rapidity to 
transport raw materials growing wild in Mongolia. 

If the Fen-Girin-Uchan Railway Company and the 
Girin authorities intend building the Uchan and 
Girin-Mukden Railway, with Hulutao and Tientsin 
as ports, this is because they wish to gain possession 
of the riches of North Manchuria. Having built the 
Haunchun-Hailin Railway we should not only 
strengthen Girin-Hoiren, but would smash the 
Chinese plans and direct the flow of Manchurian 
riches to Port Tsin-Tsin. The cost of transport 
would be one-third of the cost on the Chinese 
Railway and one-half of the Siberian. They would 
be incapable of competing against us, and the victory 
would be ours. 

The total trade turnover in Manchuria is 7 to 8 
milliard yen annually, and all this trade would be in 
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our hands. Our trade in wool, cotton, soya beans, 
iron, amounts to one-twentieth of the world trade. 
Our trade is continually increasing. However, the 
wealthiest street in Dairen is in the hands of the 
Chinese. And this is not all. The production of 
vegetable oils is the main branch of industry in 
Manchuria. Our share of this industry is only 6 per 
cent. Out of 38 factories in the vegetable oil 
industry in Inkow, there is not one Japanese. Out of 
20 factories in Andun only one is Japanese, and out of 
82 or 83 in Dairen only seven are Japanese. ‘This is a 
great pity. In order to gain our lost positions, we 
must first of all develop the transport. Having 
gained control of the monopoly of finished products 
and raw materials, we should occupy a dominating 
position in this industry. Moreover, we must help 
the Japanese, engaged in this industry, by granting 
them large credits and thus displace the Chinese. 
In Osaka there are many Chinese trading our 
manufactured goods in Mongolia and Manchuria. 
They put up a strong competition against the Japanese 
living in China. It is more difficult for the Japanese, 
since their standard of living is higher and they 
require a higher rate of profit. On the other hand the 
Chinese also have their weak points. They obtain 
goods of an inferior quality and, on the other hand, 
they have to pay at least 10 per cent. more than the 
Japanese. They have to pay 2.70 yen more than the 
Japanese for every ton of goods, but in spite of this 
they successfully compete against our merchants in 
Manchuria. This speaks clearly enough of the 
incompetence of our people. The mere thought of 
this is horrifying. The Chinese is left entirely to 
himself and is given no help by the Government. 
The Japanese, living in Manchuria, is protected by 
his own Government and afforded long-term credits 
at an insignificant rate of interest. We should 
therefore organise an export co-operative society for 
trade with China. It should have special facilities 
on steamers and on the South Manchurian Railway, 
and the Huandun Government should afford it 
credits at a low rate of interest. We shall then be 
able to compete successfully with the Chinese 
merchants, develop our own industry in Manchuria 
and export our goods to all parts of the world. 

The first step towards gaining control, financial and 
mercantile, in Manchuria and Mongolia consists in 
obtaining the monopoly of the sale of the products of 
these countries. We must have the monopoly rights 
on the sale of Mongolian and Manchurian products, 
because only in this case shall we be able to pursue 
our continental policy, prevent the penetration of 
American capital and undermine the influence of the 
Chinese merchants. 

Although Manchurian and Mongolian goods must 
pass through three ports—Dairen, Inkoi and Andun 
__nevertheless Dairen is the most important in the 
given case. There is an annual traffic of 7,200 
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vessels through this port with a total tonnage of 
11,565,000. This amounts to 70 per cent. of the 
total Manchurian and Mongolian trade. From this 
port fifteen different steamship lines diverge. The 
majority of these lines serve the coastal shipping. 
We control all the transport system of Manchuria and 
Mongolia. We may even obtain the monopoly of 
the sale of special Manchurian products. In this 
case we should be able to develop our ocean transport 
and force the Nikoi and Andun ports into the back- 
ground. We should control the trade of enormous 
quantities of beans, widely consumed in Central and 
South China. The Chinese use vegetable oil in 
their food, and in case of war we could cut them off 
from their supply of oil and they would suffer very 
considerably. With the control of their source of 
foodstuffs and the transport we could develop our 
own production of rice, increase the amount of 
fertilisers cbtained in the form of by-products from 
Fushun coal. Thus all the agriculture of China 
would be dependent upon us. In case of war we 
should place an embargo upon fertilisers and prohibit 
their import to Central and South China. This 
would considerably curtail the output of foodstuffs 
by China. We should not forget this side of the 
question in building up our continental Empire. 
Neither should we forget that Europe and America 
also need enormous supplies of beans for the purpose 
of fertilisation. When we become the monopolisers 
cf these products and control the transport both on 
land and on sea, then countries requiring the special 
products of Manchuria and Mongolia will seek our 
favour. We must gain control of the whole system 
of transport in order to obtain the monopoly of trade 
in Manchuria and Mongolia. Only then can we 
suppress the Chinese merchant. 

However, the Chinese are learning from our 
example and are hitting our trade with their own 
methods. We have not yet learned to compete 
successfully against them in the production of 
vegetable oils and in the sphere of water transport (on 
sailing ships). Having built up a new system of 
transport, we shall be able to pursue a double-edged 
policy. On the one hand we should be able to 
undermine their shipping and invest considerable 
capital in our own. On the other hand we should 
endeavour to see that the Japanese learn from the 
experience of the Chinese in this business. At the 
same time we should not allow the Chinese to learn 
our industrial methods. Previously we had factories 
in Manchuria and Mongolia near to the sources of 
raw materials. The Chinese were thus given the 
opportunity of discovering our secrets and opening 
their own factories which competed with our own. 
We must therefore send our raw materials to Japan 
and work them up there, afterwards exporting them 
to China and other countries in the form of manu- 
factured goods. We should thus give work to our 
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own unemployed, hold back the influx of Chinese 
into Manchuria and Mongolia, and deprive the 
Chinese of the chance of copying our new industrial 
methods. The iron obtained in Pensih and Anshaw, 
as well as the Fushun coal would also be sent to China 
for final working up. 

All this speaks of the necessity of developing our 
ocean transport. We must extend the Dairen 
Company “Kizen Kaisha” and our Government must 
afford it a loan through the South Manchurian 
Railway Company, at a high rate of interest. Next 
year we shall receive 50,000 tonnage for our ocean 
transport. This is quite sufficient to enable us to 
occupy a dominating position in trade with the Far 
East. On the one hand we have the South Manchurian 
Railway which guarantees our transport on the land, 
and on the other hand we have the control of an 
enormous amount of Manchurian and Mongolian 
products waiting for transport. The iron laws of 
economics guarantee us success if we extend our 
ocean transport from Dairen as the central port. 


THE GOLD STANDARD IS ESSENTIAL. 


In spite of the fact that Manchuria and Mongolia 
are within the sphere of our activities, the main 
currency there is silver. This brings about a partial 
contradiction with our gold standard and reacts 
unfavourably upon our interests. If Japanese living 
in these regions have not become wealthy, it is 
exclusively because the silver money system is in 
operation there. The Chinese stubbornly maintain 
the silver standard and we cannot, therefore, establish 
our plans for colonisation on a firm economic basis. 
We sustain losses as follows as a result :— 

1. We carry money into Manchuria, based on the 
gold standard. There we have to exchange it for 
Chinese silver dollars. The exchange rate of the 
dollar frequently fluctuates as much as 20 per cent., 
causing heavy losses to our people livingin Manchuria. 
Speculation is a common occupation and the invest- 
ment of capital becomes a sort of game. Ifa person 
invests 200,000 yen in business, he may discover one 
fine day that his capital has fallen to 160,000 or 
150,000 dollars (Chinese) as a result of the fall in the 
exchange rate of the silver money. Consequently we 
have several cases of bankruptcy. 

2. The Chinese merchant makes use exclusively 
of silver money, and therefore suffers no losses from 
the fluctuations in the exchange rate. Although the 
Chinese have no exact idea of the exchange value of 
gold and silver, they always win in all forms of 
business. This is a natural gift of theirs, and we 
suffer from it. We suffer losses although we are 


supported by the banks. Asa result of the imperfect . 


money system, the population of Central and South 
China buy their beans exclusively from the Chinese. 
Here we can do nothing, and must therefore conquer 
the whole of China. 
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3. The Chinese Government can count the 
number of banknotes according to the increase in the 
amount of Japanese money in circulation. As a 
result our banks cannot fulfil their mission of 
increasing the influence of Japan in China. 

4. Ifthe gold standard were introduced, we could 
freely issue our banknotes on the basis of this 
standard. Backed up by these banknotes we could 
obtain the rights on all immovable and natural 
wealth and undermine the credit of the Chinese silver 
banknotes. The Chinese could not compete with us, 
and the money circulation of Manchuria and Mongolia 
would be completely under our control. 

The Governmental Bank of the Three Eastern 
Provinces, the Transport Bank, the Frontier Bank 
and the General Credit and Financial Bank have 
silver banknotes to the value of 38 million dollars in 
circulation ; their active balance consists of buildings 
and goods and is valued at no more than 1,350,000 
dollars. It is obvious that these Chinese banknotes 
should have lost their value and that they remain in 
circulation only because of the support afforded them 
by the Government. . Until we discredit the Chinese 
silver banknotes, we shall not be able to displace them 
with our own gold banknotes in Manchuria and 
Mongolia and thus obtain the control of the financial 
monopoly in these two countries. With these 
valueless silver banknotes, the Three Eastern 
Provinces Goverment buys all sorts of goods, thus 
violating our interests. They demand gold when 
they sell these goods to us, and this gold they keep 
inside China for the purpose of smashing our 
financial interests and trade. For this reason it is 
essential that the gold standard be introduced. 

We must displace the Manchurian silver banknotes 
and deprive the Government of all its purchasing 
power. We shall then be able to use our gold bank- 
notes and thus seize the economic and financial | 
business of Manchuria and Mongolia. We shall be 
able to force the authorities of the Three Eastern 
Provinces to call in Japanese financial experts to help 
us to occupy a dominating position in the sphere of 
finance. When the Chinese banknotes lose all their 
value, our gold banknotes will take their place. 


EFFORTS MUST BE MADE TO ENSURE THAT OTHER 
POWERS INVEST THEIR CAPITAL. 


Our traditional policy consists in not allowing a 
third Power to invest its capital in Manchuria and 
Mongolia. However, since the Nine Powers Agree- 
ment fixed the principle of equal opportunities for all, 
the principle of the international consortium accord- 
ing to which Manchuria and Mongolia are outside the 
sphere of our influence, an anachronism has arisen. 
The Powers watch every movement we make and 
everything we do arouses their suspicion. In these 
circumstances it would be better if foreign capital 
were invested in the electrical undertakings and the 
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alkali industry. With American and European 
capital, we can develop Manchuria and Mongolia 
according to our own plans. We would thus allay 
international suspicions, clear the road for broader 
plans and compel the Powers to recognise the fact of 
our special position in this country. We should 
welcome all efforts on the part of the Powers to 
invest their capital, but we must not allow China to do 
business with the large Powers as it would like to do. 
Since we wish the Powers to recognise our special 
position in Manchuria and Mongolia both in the 
political and economic sense, we shall be compelled to 
interfere and to carry all the weight of responsibility, 
together with China. We must endeavour to ensure 
that our policy expands to take in also the diplomatic 
relations of China with other countries. 


THE NEED TO MODIFY THE ORGANISATION OF THE 
SOUTH MANCHURIAN RAILWAY. 


The South Manchurian Railway Company 
functions in Manchuria like the Korean Governor- 
General in the face of annexations. If we want to 
build our new continental Empire, we should change 
the whole organisation of the company and remove 
the difficulties with which we have to fight. The 
functions of the company are many-sided. Every 
change in the Cabinet causes changes in the adminis- 
tration of the South Manchurian Railway and on the 
other hand the activities of the railway influence the 
Cabinet to a considerable extent. The point is that 
the South Manchurian Railway is semi-governmental. 
The Powers therefore consider this railway more in 
the nature of a political organ than a commercial 

_ enterprise. As soon as measures are taken for the 
development of Manchuria and Mongolia, the 
Powers turn to the Nine Powers Agreement in order 
‘to smash the plans of the South Manchurian Railway. 
This has considerably harmed our interests. The 
South Manchurian Railway is under four-fold 
control: the control of the Huandun Governor, the 
Supreme Representative of the authorities in Dairen, 
the General Consul in Mukden and, finally, the 
President of the railway itself. These four pieni- 
potentiaries have to exchange opinions in Dairen 
before the railway company can take any important 
steps. Although their meetings take place behind 
closed doors, nevertheless the Chinese powers of the 
Three Eastern Provinces learn a great deal. They 
do their utmost to prevent the Central Chinese 
authorities from giving the necessary permission for 
the putting through of new measures, and, moreover, 
all the decisions of the railway company have to 
receive the consent of the Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, the Ministry of Transport, the War Ministry, 
and the Ministry of Finance. If one of these four 
ministries refuses to approve the decisions, then the 
railway company is powerless to act. Because of this, 
our present Premier, although he recognises his 
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failures, nevertheless has taken upon himself the 
responsibilities of Minister of Foreign Affairs. 
Consequently we can more easily keep our plan in 
Manchuria a secret, and we can put them through 
with despatch and determination. The South 
Manchurian Railway therefore must be reorganised. 
All undertakings belonging to the railway must be 
converted into independent companies under the 
Isadership of the South Manchurian Railway. We 
can then take decisive measures for the conquest of 
Manchuria and Mongolia. On the other hand, we 
must make the proposition to the Chinese, Europeans 
and Americans, that they invest their money in the 
South Manchurian Railway on condition that the 
majority of the bonds remain in our hands. The 
control of the railway will then remain with us, and 
we shall be able with even greater energy to carry out 
our imperial mission. In inviting other Powers to 
take part in the development of the South Man- 
churian Railway, we shali deceive the whole world. 
Having done this, we shall move forward into 
Manchuria and Mongolia, free ourselves from the 
limitations of the Nine Powers Agreement and 
strengthen our activities with the help of foreign 
capital. 

The following are large undertakings belonging to 
the South Manchurian Railway :— 


1. IRON AND STEEL. 


Iron and steel are closely connected with our 
national development. However, as a result of the 
lack of ore, we cannot solve this problem. Up to now 
we have been compelled to import steel from the 
Yangtsi Valley and the Malay Peninsula. The 
secret investigations of our General Headquarters 
show, however, that there are rich deposits of iron in 
Manchuria and Mongolia. According to the most 
modest accounts there are 1c billion tons of iron 
there. At first, when technique was not so highly 
developed, the Anshan iron and steel works had an 
annual loss of 3 million yen. Later, when new 
methods were worked out, this deficit became smaller. 
In 1926 it was equal to no more than 150,000, and a 
year later the works were giving a profit of 800,000 
yen. If the Martin furnace is overhauled, we shall 
make no less than 4 million yen annually. The 
quality of the iron from Pensih is excellent. This 
iron together with the Anshan ore will make us 
independent in the sphere of iron and steel supplies. 

The deposits of iron in Manchuria and Mongolia 
are equal to approximately 1,200 million tons ; those 
of coal 2,500 million tons. This deposit of coal is 
sufficient to supply the requirements of the deposits 
of iron ore. With these enormous supplies of iron 
and coal in our hands, we shall be completely 
independent for a period of at least seventy years. 
Reckoning 100 dollars profit on one ton of steel, 
we shall be able to make a profit of 35,000 million 
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yen on 350 million tons of steel. We shall economise 
120 million yen, which we pay annually for imported 
steel. We have sufficient iron and steel for our 
industry, we shall become the leading world Power, 
and will be able to conquer East and West. For this 
purpose the metal works must be separated from the 
South Manchurian Railway. 


2. OIL. 


Another commodity of enormous importance of 
which we have a deficit is kerosene. It is essential 
for the life of the nation. Fortunately there are 
5,200 million tons of raw oil in the coal-mines of 
Fushun from which 6 per cent. refined oil can be 
obtained both for automobiles and for steamships. 
At present Japan imports 700,000 tons of oil annually 
at a cost of 60 million yen. As the Fushun mines 
have 50 billion tons of refined oil, we can, at the rate 
of 5 per cent., obtain 250 million tons of best oil, 
and if we raise the percentage to 9, then we can 
obtain 450 million tons. We can obtain an average 
of 350 million tons. Reckoning at the rate of 15 yen 
per ton, the Fushun oil will give us 2,250 million yen. 
This will be a great industrial revolution forus. Oil 
is the great factor from the point of view of national 
defence and national wealth. Our army and fleet 
will be invincible fortresses if we have the iron and oil 
of Manchuria. Without doubt Manchuria and 
Mongolia are the heart of our Empire. 


Agricultural fertilisers. Ammonia sulphate and 
other Products. 


For the production of foodstuffs, agricultural 
fertilisers are essential. Ammonia sulphate can be 
obtained from coal for chemical fertilisation. The 
Fushun cecal is particularly rich in this respect. At 
present we use 500,000 tons of ammonia sulphate. 
Half of this amount we work up in Japan, using the 
Kashlan and Fushun coal. The other half we have to 
import from abroad at the cost of 35 million yen a 
year. As our agriculture is growing and we intend 
developing our' new Empire in Manchuria and 
Mongolia, we shall require a million tons of ammonia 
sulphate annually during the next ten years. From 
the by-products obtained by burning Fushvn coal 
during the smelting of steel, we can obtain an 
enormous amount of ammonia sulphate. If we work 
up 300,000 tons annually, we shall increase our 
annual income by more than 40 million yens. This 
will give a total of 2,000 million yen in the course of 
fifty years. This money can be used to raise our 
agriculture, and if there is a balance, we can buy 
fertilising manures and supply all the agricultural 
undertakings throughout China and the South Sea 
Islands. ‘This business must also be separated from 
the South Manchurian Railway, and we shall then 
have complete control over the fertilising materials 
throughout the Far East. 
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We are importing 100,000 tons of soda at a cost of 
over 10 million yen annually. Both soda and soda 
ash are essential for military and industrial purposes. 
Soda is obtained from salt and coal, which are to be 
found in abundance in Manchuria and Mongolia. 
If we take up this work we shall be able to satisfy the 
requirements not only of Japan but will be able to 
sell to China and obtain the monopoly of this branch 
of industry. We should gain a profit of no less than 
15 million yen annually. This should also be 
removed from the control of the South Manchurian 
Railway. 


MAGNESIA AND ALUMINIUM. 


According to information of the South Manchurian 
Railway and the assertions of Dr. Hont from the 
Tohoku University, there is an abundance of 
aluminium and magnesia in Manchuria. Magnesia 
is to be found in the neighbourhood of Tashichaw, 
and aluminium close to Entai. Here are the largest 
deposits in the world. | A ton of magnesium costs 
2,000 yen and aluminium 1,700. The total value of 
the deposits of these minerals in Manchuria is 750 
million yen. These minerals are particularly useful 
for the manufacture of aeroplanes, medical instru- 
ments, ships, etc. There are large deposits only in 
the United States of America. These metals are 
becoming more and more essential every day and the 
supply is continually falling. The prices rise 
rapidly. ‘The deposits on our.territory in Manchuria 
and Mongolia are the gift of God. They are essential 
for our industry and national defence; and this 
industry also must be made independent of the South 
Manchurian Railway. The metals must be worked up 
in Japan in order that the Fintuan Government may 
not copy our methods, and also to ensure that British 
and American capital have no opportunity of 
observing our progress. Having seized these 
deposits in the Three Eastern Provinces, we could 
then use the water-power of the River Yalu to work it 
up. As aviation is continually developing, the whole 
world would in the future apply to us for materials 
for aeroplane construction. 

If all these undertakings are independent of each 
other, they will be able to progress rapidly and give 
us no less than 60 billion yen profit annually. The 
industrial development of South Manchuria is of 
enormous importance for our national defence and 
economic development. It will lay the foundations 
of our industrial Empire. As for cultural institutions 
like hospitals, schools and so on, they are the heralds 
of our progress in Manchuria and Mongolia. They 
will raise our prestige and authority. They must be 
separated from the South Manchurian Railway in 
order that they may double our power in moving into 
North Manchuria. 

When these big undertakings become independent 
and freed from the interference of our officials, they 
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will of course become centres of national prosperity. 
We shall rapidly move forward on the wings of 
economic development, without arousing the suspi- 
cions of the Powers and without calling forth anti- 
Japanese activities among the population of the 
Three Eastern Provinces. With the help of these 
circumspect methods, we can create our new 
continental Empire. 

Foreign loans afforded to the South Manchurian 
Railway must be used by those railways alone which 
are already completed. The remaining railways 
built by us, but nominally under the control of China, 
may be amalgamated with the finished railways, or 
may be made independent, according to the desires 
of the investing Powers. The slogan of ‘“‘equal 
chances” will give us the opportunity of getting 
foreign loans and allaying all suspicion as regards our 
intentions in North Manchuria. In any case, 
foreign capital will be required by us for developing 
our continental Empire. When the foreign Powers 
are given the opportunity of investing their capital 
in the Sout hManchurian Railway they will gladly give 
us more money and China will be able to do nothing 
against it. This is the best way of developing our 
plansin Manchuria. We must lose no time, but must 
take up the same line with regard to the riches con- 
centrated in North Manchuriaand Mongolia. We must 
convert the new roads from Girin to Hoiren and from 
Chanchun to Dalai into separate undertakings, as 
well as the timber and mining undertakings. 

The exploitation of North Manchuria will con- 
siderably enrich the Manchurian Railway. We must 
permit foreign Powers to invest their money in the 
South Manchurian Railway and to receive their share 
of the profits. When they begin to receive profits, 
they will cease to hinder our activities in Manchuria. 
Enormous masses of Chinese are migrating into 
South Manchuria. Their position will become 
stronger every day. The position of our immigrants 
is becoming gradually worse, since the right to rent 
land is not yet fully safeguarded inside the country. 
Even with the support of our Government, they 
cannot compete with the Chinese, whose standard 
of living is lower. Our only chance is to beat the 
Chinese by investing considerable sums of money. 
But to do this, we need foreign loans. The wealth of 
North Manchuria must be joined up with our forces 
in South Manchuria, and the problem will be 
immediately solved once and for all. _ If we fail in this 
task, they will be able to hold out in North Manchuria 
and will provide us with foodstuffs and raw materials. 
As the interests of North Manchuria and Japan are 
closely connected, we must immediately enter North 
Manchuria and pursue our policy there. 


WE MUST FORM A COLONIAL DEPARTMENT. 


The exploitation of Manchuria by Japan will take 
many forms. The opinions of influential persons so 
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frequently differ that even the most advantageous 
undertakings end in failure. As a result of the tardy 
way in which the work is done, the truth is frequently 
let out, and the Mukden Government makes use of it 
for propaganda against our country. If any new 
undertaking is planned in Manchuria or Mongolia, 
the question is discussed in Dairen in dozens of 
conferences. Not only is the approval required of 
the four above-mentioned officials, but also of the 
Government. Whole months go by, therefore, 
before any results are obtained. In the meantime 
the Chinese make use of Japanese adventurers, draw 
out our secrets and before we have a chance to fulfil 
our plans, the Chinese and the whole world know of it. 
The public opinion of the whole world is turned 
against us and more than once we have found 
ourselves in great difficulty in this way in pursuing 
our policy in Manchuria and Mongolia. The 
Opposition Party also uses this for attacks upon the 
Government. We must change our work. The 
centre of control must be removed to Tokio. This 
will safeguard the secrecy of our negotiations and 
drafts, will prevent China from knowing of our plans 
in advance, will rid us of the suspicious attitude of the 
Powers who hear of our plans before they are put 
into action, will unite our control in Manchuria and 
establish firm connections between our authorities 
in Manchuria and Mongolia and the Central Govern- 
ment, which is very important for our relations with 
China. For all these reasons we should carry out our 
primary plan of absorbing Korea which was 
elaborated by Ito and Katsura, and create a colonial 
department which will occupy itself with the question 
of our expansion in Manchuria and Mongolia. 
Nominally it would deal with the control of Formosa, 
Korea and Sakhalin, but actually it would work on 
the expansion of Japan in Manchuria and Mongolia. 
This would help us to deceive the whole world and to 
hide our secrets more easily from the whole world. 
Personally, I consider that if the absorption of 
Korea could not be carried out during the time when 
Ito held sway, it was because of the lack of a special 
organ of control. As a result there was constant 
difference of opinion and it was impossible to pursue 
our secret policy. This opened up the way for 
international obstruction and Korean opposition. 
Masses of propagandists arrived in Europe, America 
and Korea and declared that we recognise the 
independence of Korea and have no claim on her 
territory. As a result it was possible for us to 
retrieve international confidence once more. If we 
create a colonial department as though for Formosa, 
we shall gain our ends. It is quite clear that a special 
institution is required for the development of 
colonisation and immigration. The creation of the 
new Empire in Mongolia and Manchuria is of 
enormous importance for the existence of Japan. 
There must be a special colonial department in order 
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to control our policy over this enormous territory 
direct from Tokio. Our officials there must merely 
accept our orders, but must not interfere arbitrarily 
in the pursuance of our policy. This will safeguard 
that proper secrecy is reserved and hostile nations 
will be unable to discover our secrets concerning our 
colonial activities. International public opinion will 
not then be able to follow our movements in Mongolia 
and Manchuria and we shall not have to fear their 
interference. 

As for our undertakings on the South Manchurian 
Railway, like the Development Society, the Land 
Society, the Trust Company, etc., control of these 
undertakings should be in the hands of the colonial 
department. They should all be under united 
control for the purpose of helping us in the policy of 
expansion in Mongolia and Manchuria, which is 
being pursued by the Imperial Government, and thus 
assist in the building up of the new Empire. 


THE VALLEY OF THE TALIN RIVER ON THE PEKIN- 
MUKDEN RAILWAY. 


The valley of the Talin River is an enormous, 
sparsely-populated territory. The place seethes with 
bandits. Many Koreans have placed investments 
here, especially in the rice plantations. The district 
gives promise of becoming a flourishing centre. 
Furthermore, it is easy to move forward into the 
Sheches district from here. We must do our utmost 
to defend our Koreans and then use the first available 
opportunity of obtaining the right to colonise this 
district from China. Our immigrants must obtain 
an opportunity of living here and playing as our 
vanguard in the advance upon Sheches and Mongolia. 
In case of war this valley will be a strategical point for 
the large armies. We shall then be able not only to 
prevent the Chinese from moving north, but will rule 
over the enormous riches in South Manchuria. If 
the Koreans come to this district we must offer them 
financial support through our trust societies and other 
financial organisations. ‘These organisations must 
have property rights, and the Koreans will be limited 
to the right to work upon the land. Formally, 
however, the Koreans must have property rights. 
Thus we can obtain these rights from the Chinese 
Government. The trust societies and _ financial 
organs must fully support our Korean subjects in 
their efforts to obtain land. If they need money to 
buy land, the financial organs must help them. We 
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shall thus, unnoticed, gain the control of the best 
rice plantations which our immigrants, i.e., the 
Japanese, must receive. They will have to displace 
the Koreans who, in their turn, will seek new lands 
which, in the future, will also come into the hands of 
our people. This is our policy in the work of 
colonising the rice and bean plantations. As for 
cattle-breeding, the Development Society must 
receive special powers and place large herds at the 
disposal of our country. This society must engage 
in horse-breeding, choosing the best Mongolian 
horses for the purpose of national defence in Japan. 


THE STRUGGLE AGAINST CHINESE IMMIGRATION. 


The internal conflicts in China have forced an 
enormous number of Chinese of late to settle down in 
Mongolia and Manchuria. This has formed a great 
menace to our immigration. We must here take the 
corresponding measures. The fact that the Chinese 
Government welcomes this immigration and takes 
no measures against it, is a serious menace to our own 
immigration. A well-known American specialist 
on China declared that the Mukden owners are 
pursuing such a fine policy that everybody is settling 
down on its territory. Thus the influx of immigrants 
is regarded as a sign of the energetic policy of the 
Mukden authorities. This conflicts with our 
interest. If we put no end to this immigration, than 
in ten years’ time China will engulf us with the help 
of our own policy. In the political sense we should 
make use of our police force to keep back the influx 
of Chinese, and our financiers should drive out the 
Chinese by lowering wages. Further, we must 
develop the use of electrical energy and thus displace 
human labour power. 


HOSPITALS AND SCHOOLS. 


The hospitals and schools in Manchuria must not 
be dependent upon the South Manchurian Railway. 
It is well known that people frequently regard them 
as organs of imperialism and refuse to turn to them 
for assistance. When they become independent 
institutions, people will begin to value our kindness 
and be grateful to us. In opening schools we must 
first think of normal schools for men and women. 
In these schools we can educate the people in a 
friendly spirit towards Japan. This is the first 
principle of our cultural construction work. 
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SOME MISTAKES IN OUR THEORETICAL AND 
PRACTICAL WORK AND THE WAY TO 
OVERCOME THEM (PART 2) 


By ERNST THALMANN. 
(Continued) 


Wet have seen that the weaknesses in carry- 
ing out the line of the Eleventh Plenum— 
to direct the main blow against the main social 
support of the bourgeoisie, the Social Democratic 
Party of Germany—are very intimately connected 
with the deviations and mistakes that were made 
in applying the slogan of people’s revolution. 
The third problem with which we deal with briefly 
here, i.e., our great weaknesses in the struggle 
against the national socialists, is likewise closely 
bound up with the preceding questions. We have 
already dealt with the over-estimation of national 
socialism, which obscured the view of certain 
comrades and prevented them from applying a 
class analysis, a class: measuring rod in gauging 
this problem. It goes without saying this is not 
the only error committed with reference to national 
socialism. 

Alongside this opportunist deviation and the 
grave opportunist errors made in the question of 
fascism and democracy, as we have already stated, 
very serious “‘left’’ errors were committed which 
took the form of an under-estimation of the signi- 
ficance of fascism in general within the limits of 
the class struggle, as well as of the special réle 
of the national socialist mass movement. Do 
such errors exist in the German Party? 

None of us, neither the party as a whole nor 
its leaders, are free from guilt in this respect. 
Let us begin with a few theoretical omissions. 
We consider fascism, including the growth of the 
national socialist movement, too one-sidedly and 
too mechanically, as if it were merely the anti- 
thesis to the revolutionary upsurge, the repelling 
of the proletariat by the bourgeoisie (this applies 
equally to the report on the German Party 
delivered by the present writer at the Eleventh 
Plenum). This evaluation was correct, but, taken 
by itself, it was inadequate. It became a mere 
stereotyped expression which did not do full jus- 
tice to the dialectical many-sided process of class 
relations. Only in the last period was this mis- 
take seriously corrected. At the Eleventh Plenum 
Manuilsky stated in his concluding speech :-— 

‘‘Fascism reflected the dialectical contradic- 
tion of social development. In it are contained 
both elements—both the attack of the ruling 
classes and their disintegration. In _ other 
words, the fascist development can lead both to 


the victory of the proletariat and to its defeat. 

The question is decided here by the subjective 

factor, i.e., the class struggle of the prole- 

tariat’’ (Ibid., page 107). 

Elsewhere in his concluding speech, Manuilsky 
heaps deserved ridicule upon the theory that the 
growth of fascism prepares a victory for com- 
munism. He said :— 

‘‘In such a formulation of the question, com- 
munist tasks would be exceedingly simplified, 
the fulfilment of the tasks would be almost a 
simple march forward. To overcome fascism 
would be sheer child’s play. It would decay 
of itself, it would break down radically. The 
petty-bourgeoisie is already disillusioned with 
fascism and is going away from it . . . While 
fascism got the worst of it in its endeavours 
to penetrate the factories, we might easily reach 
the erroneous conclusion, arguing from this 
point of view, that fascism has already been 
beaten. The old man Guesde, when he was 
still a Marxist, declared that war was the 
mother of revolution, but it does not follow 
from that that fascism is the father of revolu- 
tion’’ (Ibid., page 104). 

Is this a subordinate question? By no means! 
How dangerous every deviation, however slight, 
in the direction of the ‘‘theory’’ so severely and 
justly criticised by Manuilsky is to us, may be 
judged from several declarations issued lately by 
the German Social Democrats. 

The Social Democratic Party is fully aware that 
the bourgeoisie will not refrain from seeking its 
co-operation in exercising its dictatorship even at 
a later period, should it permit the national 
socialists to co-operate in carrying out the fascist 
forms of domination of capitalist class rule within 
the Reich government. That is why it is gradu- 
ally preparing to support a _ Bruening-Hitler 
government in place of the present Bruening- 
Groener government. 

While on the one hand the Social Democratic 
Party of Germany is executing ‘“‘leftist’? manoeu- 
vres, ‘‘threatening’’ to link up with the Com- 
munist Party of Germany, on the other hand it 
is already concocting a new edition of the theory 
of the ‘‘lesser evil.’’ According to that, a 
Bruening-Hitler government is still to be deemed 
a ‘‘lesser evil’? as against a purely Hitler govern- 
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ment. This is the full extent of that famous 
theory propagated by Mr. Breitscheid at a public 
gathering in Emden a few weeks before his new 
‘‘confession’’ was made at Darmstadt. Accord- 
ing to Breitscheid there would be ‘‘nothing 
tragical’’? about seeing the national socialists in 
the government of the Reich, because that would 
induce them to abandon their absurdities sooner. 


By recourse to this theory of letting the 
national socialists ‘‘reach the end of their tether”’ 
within the government, the Social Democratic 
Party of Germany wants to break the will to 
fight of the anti-fascist masses and to prepare in 
advance the path for the impending Bruening- 
Hitler government, as it did in the case of the 
Bruening government. 

But this education of the masses in passivity 
is reflected also in that mechanical theory that 
sets fascism down as being merely an expression 
of the capitalist crisis and of the disintegration in 
the camp in the bourgeoisie, against which 
Manuilsky argued. To tolerate such a theory in 
our ranks—and this has, at least partly, been the 
case already—would mean to yield before these 
new deceptive machinations of the Social Demo- 
crats. This brings us to the serious errors com- 
mitted in our ranks in underestimating fascism. 

In an article by Comrade Kr., which appeared 
in the September issue, 1931, in the Propagandist, 
we read the following :— 

‘‘A Social Democratic coalition government, 
faced by a disunited, confused proletariat 
incapable of giving battle, would be a thousand 
times worse than an open fascist dictatorship 
opposed by a united class-conscious proletariat 
ready to give battle.’’ 

This is an utterly false evaluation of fascism 
and of what a fascist dictatorship means in prac- 
tice. It is almost the same call for a Hitler 
government which ‘‘we will easily be able to beat 
down’’ as that made by Breitscheid. Breitscheid 
employed this argument for the deliberate pur- 
pose of deceiving the masses. In the case of the 
Propagandist, however, it is the expression of a 
certain sectarian fatalist outlook on _ fascist 
developments, the counterpart of the opportunist 
panic of other comrades. In _ this connec- 
tion the party must conduct a struggle on 
two fronts. In an earlier article in the Propa- 
gandist (December, 1930, editorial by Comrade 
S.) we find the formula: ‘“ . even before 
fascism comes into power, before the fascist 
dictatorship triumphs . 

Thus the ‘‘triumph of the fascist dictatorship’’ 
is already regarded as something “‘inevitable.’’ 
This is a purely defeatist attitude, it has nothing 
in common with our line. 
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Instead, we must state with all emphasis that 
the decisive factor in determining the develop- 
ment of fascism in general, as well as the develop- 
ment of the national socialist movement: in par- 
ticular, is the revolutionary class struggle of the 
proletariat. 

We must succeed in overcoming completely the 
defeatist trends in the working class with refer- 
ence to fascism, which are being cultivated by 
the leaders of the German Social Democratic 
Party. Otherwise we run the risk of finding the 
bourgeoisie establishing an open fascist dictator- 
ship without having to fear the determined revo- 
lutionary resistance of the proletariat in its highest 
form of struggle, 

Undoubtedly the Communist Party of Germany 
has scored many a victory in its battles with the 
Hitler party. But it is just as certain that the 
recent increase in the ranks of the national 
socialists can be traced, to a certain degree, to 
shortcomings in our resistance to them. In view 
of the rapid tempo of decay of the old bourgeois 
parties, it would have been quite impossible for 
us to prevent the rapid growth of the national 
socialist movements. But the Communist move- 
ment in Germany is to-day sufficiently strong to 
be able, at least, to change this development and 
to influence it. 

This, of course, necessitates a considerable 
strengthening of the ideological basis of our mass 
struggle against the Hitler party. It will not do 
merely to combat their tactics of terrorism and 
assassination. | What is required much more— 
and this is one of the most important lessons that 
we must learn from the recent elections—is the 
adoption of a serious policy against the National 
Socialist Party, to unmask its true character as 
an enemy of the working class, as the Praetorian 
guard of the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, of 
the employing class. We, the only party that is 
fighting against the Versailles pact and the Young 
Plan and for the liberation of the toilers of Ger- 
many, must make it our policy to expose and 
smash the ‘‘national’’ demagogy of the Hitler 
party by unfolding our programme of liberation 
to the masses. We must bring it home to them 
that the National Socialists are on the other side 
of the barricade also in the question of the struggle 
for national liberation and that they are the mortal 
enemies of this struggle. This question is of 
decisive moment in our mass struggle against the 
National Socialists and must be included among 
the foremost questions affecting our entire policy. 

This applies all the more to the desperate 
attempts now being made by the National 
Socialists to get a footing among the proletariat 
with the aid of their ‘‘H.I.B.’’—‘‘Hinein in die 
Betriebe’’— (‘‘get into the factories’’) movement. 
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The absolutely necessary increase in the intensifi- 
cation of our principal struggle against the Social 
Democratic Party, which is the gist of the prob- 
lem from the standpoint of the struggle against 
fascism in general and against national socialism 
in particular, must be supplemented by a decisive 
struggle against any penetration by the fascists 
into the enterprises and for purging these enter- 
prises of fascist nuclei. This applies also to the 
unemployed movement and to work among office 
employees. 

Over and above this the party is confronted 
with the urgent problem of drawing the gainfully 
employed middle classes closer to the proletariat, 
which we must intensify and infuse more life into 
this struggle without further delay. How this 
problem of winning allies for the proletarian class 
struggle, the problem of the people’s revolution— 
in its Marxist-Leninist sense and not in the sense 
of the liberal deviations of the Propagandist which 
repeatedly found expression also in the party 
press—is to be formulated has already been dealt 


with above. 
* * * 


It now remains for us to examine the fourth 
and last of the main questions that arose in con- 
nection with the inadequate carrying out of the 
resolutions of the Eleventh Plenum by the Com- 
munist Party of Germany: obscure points in the 
question of the perspective and tendencies towards 
individual terror. 

There is no need for us in this theoretical analy- 
sis to refute the silly prattle repeated in the bour- 
geois press which is seconded by the social 
democrats, that there are, or have been “‘illegal 
bodies of terrorists’? within the Communist Party 
of Germany, or organisations affiliated with it. 

These pitiful ‘‘revelations’’ on the part of the 
police-souled slaves of the pen on the editorial 
boards of Vorwaerts and the bourgeois, Ullstein, 
Mosse and Hugenberg press, with which Herr 
Goebbels is successfully competing in gutter sen- 
sationalism in the  national-socialist organ, 
condemn : themselves. 

What we are interested in are the actual cases 
of certain workers, both inside and outside the 
revolutionary movement, who allow themselves 
to be diverted from the line of revolutionary mass 
struggle by the deliberate provocation and acts 
of terrorism on the part of Nazis and who, more 
or less consciously, adopt the social-revolutionary 
ideology of individual terror, of assassinations, 


adventurous exploits, and _ suchlike _ tactics. 
These individual instances have a_ twofold 
significance : 


Firstly, workers who allow themselves to be 
pushed along such a road have not understood 
and recognised the Marxist analysis of the pre- 
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sent situation and the perspectives of development 
as defined by the Communist Party of Germany 
and the Communist International. At the 
Eleventh Plenum we said clearly that we in Ger- 
many are in that period of revolutionary advance 
in which the immediate struggle for power, the 
revolution, is not yet a matter of the moment, 
but in which the pre-conditions making for a 
revolutionary crisis in Germany are rapidly draw- 
ing to a head. 


Whoever acknowledges the correctness of the 
analysis made by the C.P. of Germany and the 
Comintern must also understand that the central 
task of every revolutionary worker and the party 
as a whole to-day is to fight steadily and unremit- 
tingly to win over the majority of the proletariat, 
and also to win over allies for the proletariat from 
the ranks of all those who labour for the united 
struggle against capitalism under proletarian 
hegemony. This means to organise and to 
develop the struggles of the working class: the 
strikes of the factory workers, the mass action 
of the unemployed, the mass action of all those 
who labour, rent strikes, tax strikes, fights 
against evictions, distraints, etc.—briefly, the 
mass struggle against the emergency measures of 
the bourgeoisie, going as far as political mass 
strikes and other, higher forms of struggle. A 
number of political mass strikes recently (in Braun- 
schweig, Nowawes, Riesa) shows that this work is 
going forward. 

Whoever replaces this steady, unflagging 
revolutionary mass work by playing with the 
revolver or the hand-grenade at a moment when 
the conditions for armed struggle of the masses 
are not ripe, denies the analysis of the situation 
and the perspectives of development given by the 
C.P. of Germany and the Comintern. It is clear 
that, if we wish our party to fulfil its réle of 
class leader, we are duty bound to direct ideo- 
logical fire against such ‘“‘putschist’’ and sectarian 
tendencies. That is one side of the problem. 

Secondly, those workers who allow themselves 
to be misled by systematic Nazi provocation into 
retaliating with similar methods of individual 
terrorism, alienate themselves, from the point of 
view of the methods of the proletarian struggle 
for emancipation, from the principles ot Marxism- 
Leninism. For individual terrorism has as little 
place in the system of Leninism as the cowardly, 
pitiful liberal babble of the social-pacifists. These 
mortal enemies of Marxism also pride themselves 
on rejecting revolutionary terrorism as the method 
by which the proletarian dictatorship forcibly sup- 
presses the enemy class; but they ‘‘deny’”’ the 
proletarian revolution altogether. They fear all 
force that is not the force of the police baton or 
of government artillery. 
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Needless to say, we Communists do not deny 
the rédle of force, without which historical trans- 
formation is inconceivable. As Karl Marx said: 
‘‘Force is the midwife of every old order of 
society that is pregnant with the new order.”’ 
We affirm the réle of revolutionary terrorism on 
the part of the fighting proletariat during the 
direct struggle for power, and to safeguard that 
power once it has been won by the working class, 
as the Russian proletariat employed it to annihi- 
late the counter-revolution after October, 1917. 
But this has nothing to do with individual ter- 
rorism, into which the national-socialist wave of 
assasSination is seeking to inveigle the working 
class. Class-conscious workers who allow them- 
selves to be diverted from the tasks of mass work 
are exchanging the weapons of Leninism for the 
methods employed by the socialist revolutionaries 
under Russian Tsarism, methods refuted long ago 
by the history of the working-class movement. 
Why do we reject these socialist-revolutionary 
tactics? In 1902 comrade Lenin answered this 
question in Why must the Social Democrats (later 
the Bolsheviks—E.T.) declare decisive war on the 
Socialist Revolutionaries? There he says: 


‘‘Because the socialist revolutionaries, who 
make terror a part of their programme and 
advocate it as a method of the political struggle 
in its present form, thereby do the movement 
great (the greatest) injury and destroy the 
essential connection between socialist work and 
the mass of the revolutionary class. The most 
eloquent affirmations and pledges cannot refute 
the fact that terror, as applied and advocated 
by the socialist revolutionaries to-day, has no 
connection to work among the masses, for the 
masses and with the masses; that the terrorist 
attacks organised by the Socialist Revolution- 
ary Party divert our, numerically extremely 
weak, organisational forces, from their difficult 
task, which is far from being accomplished, of 
organising a revolutionary workers’ party ; that 
the terror of the socialist-revolutionaries is in 
fact nothing but a duel which the experience of 
history has completely condemned. The 
clamorous terrorist propaganda now carried on 
by our socialist-revolutionaries is even begin- 
ning to disturb foreign socialists, but among 
the Russian workers it is arousing the most 
dangerous illusions, viz., that ‘terror will force 
men to think politically even against their will,’ 
that it is ‘more useful than months of verbal 
propaganda in changing the opinion of thou- 
sands of men about the revolutionaries and the 
meaning (!) of their activities’—that it is able 
‘to instill new strength into the hesitating and 
discouraged, shaken by the sorry outcome of 
so many demonstrations.’ These harmful illu- 
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sions can only lead to swift disillusionment and 
to weakening the work that is preparing for 
the masses assault on absolutism.”’ 


In an article in Iskra, of August 1, 1902, 
entitled Revolutionary Adventurism, Lenin deals 
again and in greater detail with the question of 
terror. He writes: 


“The socialist-revolutionaries naively fail to 
observe that their tendency to terror, in its 
origin, is closely bound up with the fact that 
from the very beginning they have stood aside 
from the working-class movement and _ still 
stand apart from it, without making any effort 
to become the party of the revolutionary class, 
which wages its class struggle. When I hear 
people making zealous vows too frequently I 
become cautious and begin to doubt the truth 
of something that requires such strong spice ; 
when I read the protestations of the social 
revolutionaries: ‘We are not pushing work 
among the masses into the background by our 
terror,’ I think to myself: ‘Don’t you ever get 
tired taking the oath?’ These protestations 
are made by the very people who have already 
drifted away from the social democratic move- 
ment (later the Bolsheviks—E.T.) which really 
puts the masses on their feet, and are drifting 
still further away from it, clutching at the frag- 
ments of now one and now another theory. 


““An excellent example of what I have said 
can be found in the leaflet issued by the 
Socialist-Revolutionary Party on April 3rd. 
This leaflet imitates with slavish exactitude the 
model set by the ‘latest’ terrorist demonstra- 
tion . . . ‘The time when the working people 
will come forth from the darkness’ and will 
‘shatter the iron gates by a powerful popular 
movement . . . will unfortunately (literally, 
unfortunately !) not come so soon, and the 
thought of how many victims there will be is 
indeed terrible!’ Do not these words ‘unfor- 
tunately not come so soon’ express the most 
complete lack of understanding of the mass 
movement and betray a lack of faith in that 
movement? Is not this statement deliberately 
devised to deride the fact that the working 
people are already beginning to rise? And 
even if this trite statement were as well founded 
as it is meaningless, it would itself palpably 
demonstrate the inexpediency of terror, for 
without the working people all bombs are 
powerless, utterly powerless . 


‘“‘However many mountains of paper the 
socialist-revolutionaries may heap up in an effort 
to assure us that their propaganda of terrorism 
does not ignore work among the masses and 
does not disrupt that work, their torrents of 
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words will not refute the fact that the real 
character of the modern terrorists is correctly 
reflected in the leaflet I have quoted. .... 
That the only hope of the revolution is the 
‘popular crowd,’ that only a_ revolutionary 
organisation can fight against the police, an 
organisation which (in deeds and not in words) 
leads that ‘crowd,’ is an ancient truth. It 
would be shameful io have to prove that again. 
And only those who have forgotten everything 
and learned nothing could utter such howling 
nonsense as to maintain that the soldiery can 
‘save’ absolutism from the mob, while the police 
protect it from revolutionary organisations, but 
neither can guard against individuals who make 
an attack on a minister. 

*“* “Every hero’s duel arouses in us all the 
spirit of struggle and courage, we are told. 
But we know from the past and can see from 
the present that only new forms of the mass 
movement, or the awakening of new sections 
of the masses to independent struggle can really 
rouse in everybody the spirit of struggle and 
courage. The direct effect of the actions of 
these duellists, precisely in so far as_ they 
remain duellists of the type of Balmashov (a 
social-revolutionary student who assassinated 
Sipiagin, Tsarist Minister of the Interior, in 
1902, and was condemned to death by court- 
martial—E.T.) is to rouse a sensation, which 
rapidly dies down. but indirectly they lead to 
apathy, to passive waiting for the next duel... 
Socialist-revolutionaries confuse the directly 
palpable and the sensational aspects of events 
with their practical purpose. The demand to 
stick inflexibly to the class standpoint and to 
preserve the mass character of the movement 
is, to them, confused theorising. To them 
clarity means slavisly swinging round with 
every swing of sentiment and . . .consequently 
remaining helpless at every change. Demon- 
strations begin, and these people set up a blood- 
curdling cry about the beginning of the end. 
The demonstrations cease — they drop their 
hands and, before the demonstrators have gone 
from the streets, begin to cry : ‘Unfortunately, 
the people will not, so soon... ’ 

‘‘Social democracy (the Bolshevik Party — 
E.T.) will always utter warnings against adven- 
turism and ruthlessly expose the illusions that 
inevitably lead to complete disappointment. 
We should not forget that a revolutionary party 
is only worthy of its name when, in deeds, it 
leads the movement of the revolutionary class. 
We should not forget that every popular move- 
men assumes a variety of forms, constantly 
works out new forms and discards old ones, 
brings about changes and makes new relation- 
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ships between old and new forms. And it is 
our duty to take part actively in this process 
of working out methods and instruments of 
struggle . . . We do not close our eyes to the 
difficulties of this task, but we shall work at it 
actively and steadily, without being turned aside 
by the objection that it all refers to a ‘vague 
and distant future.’ Yes, gentlemen, we are 
for the future and not only for the past forms 
of the movement. We prefer patient and diffi- 
cult work at something that has a future to the 

‘easy’ repetition of that which has already been 

condemned by history.’’ 

What Lenin says here about individual terror 
as a method of struggle can be applied to the 
present position as the classic formulation of the 
Marxist attitude to this problem. Of course, 
situations may arise when terror, even in the 
sense of action by isolated groups, may play a 
revolutionary réle. Lenin often referred to this 
during the revolution of 1905 in regard to the 
groups of guerilla fighters (in China and in the 
Russian Civil War after 1917 the Red Guards, 
partisan troops, etc., played a similarly great 
part). But such action was justified only becausé 
the general situation had already made armed 
struggle, insurrection, the question of the 
moment. The year 1902, in which, to use Lenin’s 
words, the masses began to move, when demon- 
strations and even armed demonstrations took 
place, was, however, a period of revolutionary 
advance which had not yet reached the stage of 
revolutionary crisis, let alone a really revolution- 
ary situation. The same applies to the present 
stage of development in Germany. 

Consequently, the decision taken by the Central 
Committee of the C.P. of Germany on November 
10, 1931, against individual terrorism is not, as 
the bourgeois press would like to persuade the 
revolutionary workers, merely a _  ‘‘tactical 
manoeuvre’’ designed to safeguard the party from 
being declared illegal, but not meant to be taken 
seriously; on the contrary, the chief reason for 
taking this extremely serious and important 
decision was the conviction of the C.C. of the 
C.P. of Germany that each neglect to fight in 
Bolshevik fashion against individual terror, to 
display conciliatory tolerance towards such action, 
would merely make it easier for the National 
Socialists, and consequently, for the bourgeoisie, 
to divert the working class from the decisive 
revolutionary tasks of the mass struggle. The 
chief reason for this decision was, therefore, our 
desire to prevent the workers and the Party from 
being diverted from the work of organising 
strikes, unemployed demonstrations, rent strikes, 
tax strikes, political mass strikes, etc., from the 
struggle against the hunger offensive of the bour- 
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geoisie to transfer the burdens of the crisis and 
of imperialist tribute (reparations) on to the 
shoulders of the masses of the toilers. 


A second decisive reason was the desire to 
organise our struggle against national socialism 
more successfully. The terrorism of the fascist 
‘‘Sturm-Abteilungen’’ (shock detachments) serves 
the Hitler party as a means of making the national 
socialist adherents among the masses unreceptive 
to Communist ideology, by creating a tense atmo- 
sphere of bloody collisions. Further, the Hitler 
party, by seeking to thrust their struggle with the 
revolutionary proletariat into the sphere of shoot- 
ing and stabbing, tries to conceal from its adher- 
ents the capitalist character of its policy and to 
exercise pressure on the government to declare 
the C.P. of Germany illegal. 


All these factors were contributory reasons for 
the decision taken by the Central Committee. Its 
object was not to weaken, but, on the contrary to 
strengthen our ideological mass struggle against 
fascism to the utmost possible extent. Needless 
to say, our decision was not intended to weaken 
the mass struggle of the workers and of all toilers 
to defend themselves against fascist terrorism. 
On the contrary, the example of Braunschweig, 
to which we have already referred, shows how the 
correct application of the policy of the proletarian 
united front in the mass anti-fascist struggle was 
very successful. The decision of the Central Com- 
mittee will help to make the application of these 
tactics more resolute and more successful in the 
future. 


The instances which reveal a secession from the 
Leninist line to the policy of the socialist revolu- 
tionaries, to methods of individual terrorism, like 
the ideological and political weaknesses in the 
three other chief fields of activity with which we 
dealt earlier, accurately reveal considerable gaps 
in carrying out the decisions of the Eleventh 
Plenum and of our Central Committee. In this 
case it is the lack of concreteness in our analysis 
and perspectives and the fact that there has been 
inadequate popularisation among the masses, 
which explains sectarian mistakes like the devia- 
tion into individual terror. 


It is not our intention in this article to refer to 
the great and positive successes achieved in the 
past year. Nor are we here concerned with the 
various serious weaknesses in our revolutionary 
activities (in strike leadership, united front policy, 
the revolutionary trade union opposition, factory 
work and work among the youth, etc.), although 
these questions certainly are connected with the 
problems dealt with in this article. 

What have we found so far? We have found 
that despite the Party’s great successes, its theo- 
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retical level, the ideological-political level of our 
party work, is too low and needs considerable 
improvement. Are our decisions correct? That 
cannot be disputed. This article is an attempt to 
show, on the basis of the decisions of the Eleventh 
Plenum of the E.C.C.I., that all the deviations, 
weaknesses and mistakes to which we have 
referred would have been impossible had we really 
and thoroughly studied the decisions of the 
Plenum. 


Are there defects in the decisions of the German 
Party that explain the ideological weaknesses and 
mistakes adduced? No, for we have only to quote 
a few important passages from the decision taken 
by the C.C. of the C.P.G., in May, referring to 
the Plenum and dealing with precisely those ques- 
tions in which our work has shown weakness 
and deviations from the line laid down by the 
Plenum, to see their correctness. The resolution 
referred to says: 


‘In the present period the bourgeoisie is 
resorting more and more to stronger fascist 
methods of rule. Nevertheless, it is incorrect 
to assume that in every country and in all cir- 
cumstances the fascist dictatorship must 
necessarily become the only form of capitalist 
government. The fascist dictatorship is not in 
principle an antithesis to bourgeois democracy, 
under which the dictatorship of finance capital 
is also carried out. The transition from demo- 
cratic to fascist methods of rule expresses rather 
a change in form, an organic development from 
concealed to open dictatorship, but not a change 
in class content. 


“In Germany, the Social Democratic Party, 
as the main social support of the bourgeoisie, 
tries to represent the government which is put- 
ting through the fascist dictatorship, the 
Bruening government, as the ‘lesser evil’ 
against the greater evil of a Nazi government, 
that is, it tries to hide the fascist character of 
the methods adopted by the Bruening govern- 
ment. Any attempt to draw a contrast, in 
liberal fashion, between fascism and bourgeois 
democracy, as systems contradictory to each 
other in principle, would in effect but help social 
democracy to deceive the workers and would 
weaken the mass struggle against fascist 
dictatorship... 

‘‘The ‘left’ social democrats are again playing 
a Specially subtle rdle in the Social Democratic 
deceit of the masses. In order to retain within 
its ranks the masses, who angered with the 
treachery of the S.D.P. are deserting that 
party, the left wing raises its voice in dema- 


gogic opposition but does nothing of any 
political consequence . . . 
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“‘At the present time the pre-conditions of a 
revolutionary crisis in Germany are growing. 
It is the task of the party, by means of mass 
actions under its leadership, to further this pro- 
cess within the limits of the objective situation 
and to accelerate the rate of its development. 

‘‘The S.D.P. policy in Prussia is the main 
support for Bruening’s policy and has made 
black-red-gold Prussia the citadel of black 
reaction in Germany. The fight against the 
Prussian government is therefore a decisive part 
of our general mass struggle against capitalist 
dictatorship and fascism... ”’ 


These few passages from the resofution of the 
May Plenum of the C.C. may serve to prove that, 
had we had a basic evaluation of it, the mistakes 
referred to would not have occurred. In our party, 
however, despite its wealth of experience, its 
Bolshevik development and its approach to mature 
Leninism, there are still traces of petty-bourgeois 
weakness evident in neglect of theoretical-political 
work and of a serious study of the decisions of the 
Comintern and the Central Committee. Although 
isolated, there are certain tendencies expressing 
inadequate understanding of the indissoluble con- 
nection between revolutionary theory and revolu- 
tionary practice; these tendencies have been 
noticeable in the discussion of theoretical ques- 
tions dealt with by the Comintern and the Central 
Committee. There are comrades who think that, 
in discussing these problems, it is necessary to 
descend ‘‘from the lofty watch-tower of theory to 
the level ground of crude practice.’’ Such ideas 
have nothing in common with Bolshevism, and 
any surrender to them means neglect of the inner 
political training of our party and consequently 
the weakening of our practical mass work. Unless 
this work of training is improved and strengthened 
we will be unable to fight successfully against the 
two fronts of right opportunism and left devia- 
tions. We must study, seriously and actively, the 
decisions of the plenums of the C.I. and of our 
C.C. and learn to carry them through correctly 
among the proletarian masses. 


If we wish to remove the party’s lagging behind 
the objective possibilities of the revolutionary 
advance, we must make a decisive effort to over- 
come our weaknesses in the theoretical sphere. 
This is a question that concerns, not only the 
leading functionaries of the party, but all our 
workers, from the Central Committee down to 
every nucleus. 


To take this work in hand, to correct the line 
of the party, to concentrate our fire on all weak- 
nesses, deviations and mistakes, thereby raising 
the level of the entire party and establishing unity 
between theory and practice in the Leninist sense 
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--all this means creating the conditions for still 
greater successes in our revolutionary mass work, 
for a still greater advance of Communism. 


This theoretical work and the effort to place all 
our problems in a sharper light from the point of 
view of principle, is also necessary if the party is 
to be able to tackle the task set it by the Sixth 
World Congress—the drawing up of a programme 
for the German Party before the Seventh World 
Congress. 


It was Comrade Piatnitsky who, at the Eleventh 
Plenum of the E.C.C.I., thoroughly examined and 
carefully criticised the work of all sections of the 
International. To the tasks which we have set 
ourselves, designed to eliminate the weaknesses 
dscribed in this article, we may apply the words 
used in concluding his speech at the Pl&um: 


_ “We must clear out of the way everything 
which prevents us from making a real change 
in the work of the party, the Y.C. league, the 
red trade unions and the trade union opposi- 
tion; so that the Cominern, the Profintern and 
all their sections may be able to successfully 
organise and lead the proletariat, and achieve 
victory in the forthcoming struggles against the 
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and for the 
dictatorship of the proletariat.’’ 

We must accustom ourselves to measuring 
every step taken in the daily practice of the revo- 
lutionary class struggle by the highest standard 
of revolutionary theory. Only then shall we 
really be capable of displaying that responsibility 
towards our work which should be found in every 
section of a revolutionary party. 

Before the Central Committee’s directives on 
all political questions reach the nuclei, they have 
to travel through numerous bodies, and there is 
the danger that when they reach the members, 
they are less precisely formulated, weakened, 
perhaps a little distorted and perhaps altogether 
lost. This is partly due to the difficulties 
and the tempo of revolutionary mass work in 
our party. We can guard against such events 
by improving our work of raising the general 
theoretical level of the party, to consolidate and 
train our ranks in the political sense. 

As the class situation grows more acute, the 
class struggle more bitter and the revolutionary 
movement more widespread, the work and obliga- 
tions of the party increase accordingly. The 
development of the party has been accompanied 
by a process of inner change among our staff of 
party functionaries, many of whom have been 
unable to keep pace with developments and are 
being replaced by new and younger elements. 
Altogether, in! the last year or two, about one half 
of our functionaries have been thus renewed and 
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this development is certainly to be welcomed. 
This, however, imposes on the party the great duty 
of equipping these younger comrades with the 
intellectual weapons needed for their responsible 
work ; this means thorough and unremitting work 
in political-ideological training. Only then can 
they become real leaders of the working class, a 
part of the life of that class, helping by their revo- 
lutionary work to develop and inspire the creative 
initiative of the masses. 

The firm unity of the party, a result both of its 
own increasing maturity and of the general con- 
solidation of revolutionary class forces, secures 
the party from the danger of anti-party tendencies, 
groups or fractions arising. Precisely because of 
that unity, the party is bound to examine its work 
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with frank and unrestricted Bolshevik self-criti- 
cism. Bolshevism, which has grown up in irre- 
concilable struggle against Right opportunism 
and Trotskism, must serve us as our example. 

To train the party means to increase its fight- 
ing capacity. When we exert all our efforts to 
raise and to improve the political level of our 
party, we are actually carrying on work among 
the masses and for the masses, work which will 
make the party and therefore the working class 
more fit for action, work capable of meeting and 
fulfilling the great and difficult tasks of the revo- 
lutionary struggle for emancipation against the 
bourgeois dictatorship and for the dictatorship of 
the proletariat. 
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13 The European Gendarme. 6 On Armed Uprising. Vassiliev. 
15 Tenth Anniversary of Mongolian Revolution. 
15 Tasks of the C.P.’s in Rural Districts. ORGANISATION. 
18 Vaciliations We Should Not Tolerate. 8 Tasks at New Stage. Bever. 
18 Fiftieth Birthday of Kuusinen. Structure of the Nazi Party. Alfred. 
ao History of Bolshevism. Stalin. 15 Problems in Underground Work. Vassiliev. 
18 Party Organiser. Pavlova. 
PARTIES. 

2 British Party’s Charter Campaign. TRADE UNIONS. 

7 British Factory Papers. 18 Frankfurt and Bristol. 

6  C.P. of Germany is Going Ahead. E. Thalmann. The Minority in the Dock. Losovsky. 

9 Organisational Work of C.P. of Germany. 20 French C.G.T.U. Abolin. we 

6 Stricriemioe eubisheviesticimrobeG PB. forhiGhina. 20 Minorities in the French C.G.T.U. Vassiliev. 

Kuchymov. 
14 Obituary of Hsiang Chung-fa. MISCELLANEOUS. 
; : 15 Unpublished Letters of Marx and Engels. 

tr/12z C . of Spain. Fight for the Streets. 1. Alfred. 

16 Chief Task of the Moment (Task of the C.P. of G.). 17 Common Fate of Capitalism, and Social Democracy. 
20 White Terror in Bulgaria : Obituary of Kofarjiev. B. Kun. : ; 
21 Fight Against Groupings in French C.P. Schavarosch *7 Bee Second {latemstional stveasyienne a 
ar Mistakes in Our Work (I.) Thalmann. 17/20 Nationalist Question in Capitalist Europe. Kuusinen 
22 Mistakes in Our Work (II.) Thalmann. 16 Karl Liebknecht. (60th Birthday.) 


will see what a fine collection of writers was 
gathered for the C.l. in 1931, and what a wide 
and vital range of subjects they covered. 
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the revolutionary standpoint. 
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DID IT 


Vital Lessons on the struggle 
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The Strike of the Dredgin 
Fleet, Crimea, 1905, 9d. (I id) 


Unemployed Councils in St. 
Petersburg, 1906 - 9d. (I 1d.) 


From February to October, 
1917 - 2/6 (2/9), 1/6 (1/9) 
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